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IIABSTRACT 

This at.d, ~nv.st1~ates ho ~1f'ferent\po~ta 0," view 

of literary erltleism on the Czeoh satirist a~d,author of . ~ . 
lli ~ Sold1er~ Sye 1'k .tmsl h.1A Fortunes .1D. .tmt World h.t., 

Jaroslav Hasek. On the one hand, he 1:5 perc~lved p a pro .... 

gressive art1st with revoIut1onary 1d~as well before World 

War l, who therefore logieally emb~aced the revolut1onary 

program of the Boishev1ks after the October i.volution ~nd 
1 

rendered important services to their cause in Soviet Russia. 

Aceording to this point of v1ew, Halek remained a revolu-
1 

tionary writer until his death in C2eehoslovak~a several 

years Iater. ( On the other hand, Hasek is ju'dged as a pre­
(.. 

war bohe~lan re~el aga~nst the establishment of the Austro-

Hungarian Mon~rchy who, aCter hav1ng experleneed the Civil 

_ War in Russia and having supported the Soviet regime, 
" 

returned to Czechoslovakia and reverted to his bohemian 

image, altho~gh a flrm ideologieal stand would have seemed 

mOire appropriate for à former Red Army commissar • 
i 

This st,udy examines whether Haiek waB' a revolutionary 

or a rebel durlng his short but turbulent life. The 

investigation 18 based up'on Hasek's literary work, his 

biography, and the available critical materi~1 from Czech, 

Soviet, and English sources. 
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JAROSLAV HASEK: UH REBELLÉ OU UR REVOLUTIONNAIRE ? 

p'ar Jana Ma,rie Buben1k 

. Thèse soumise en vue' de l'obtention 

.. d'une Mattrise ès Arts 

RESUME . , , 
Cette étude recherche deux po1nts-de-vue dirrérents 

de la critique littéraire du satiriste et auteur tchèque 
, , 

du Braye soldlt Çbyel~ ~ ~ fortunes pendlnt lA premler~ 

guerre mondiale, Jaroslav Hasek. D'une part, il est 
, L ; [considere comme -un artist. progressiste avec les idees 

$évolut1on~llires blep avant la 'première guerre mondiale, qui 
, ' 1 •• 

a ainsi logiquement embrassé le ·programme révolut1onn~ire 

des bolchéviques'après la révolution d'octobre e~ a ,rendu 
, ~ 

d'importants services pour leur cause en Rus,sie so>,ietique~ 

Selon ce ppint-de-vue, Hasek est rest' un auteur révolutio~­

'naire jusqu'à sa m~rt en Tchécoslovaquie quelques ann~es 

plus tard. D'autre part, Haaek est jugé en tant qu'un 
.,. 

rebelle bohème cont~e l'établissement de la monarchie 
, 

austro-hongroise qui est revenu en Tchécoslovaquie après 

l'expérience de la guerre oivile en Russ1e quand il a 

soutenu lè régime soviétique. Malgré tout, Haaek est 

redevenu l'~omme bohème, même si l'attitude idéologique 

ferme d'un ex-commissaire de l'Armée Rouge lui serait plus 

propre. 

Cette étude examine ai Hasek était un révolutionnaire 
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~\, ou un rebelle pendant sa vie courte ma,la. perturbée. Cette ~ 

illvestigatioll .e base aur l'oeuvre littéraire de H~ii~k. ad- ~ 
biographie et le matériel cri.tique de sourctis tchèques, \ 

soviétiques et ~nllaises. 

Département d'Etudes russes et slaves 

Université MCGJ11 

t Août 1985' 
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The system of transI1terat1on applied throughout this' 

. 
thes1s is System III, which' 1s used by IhA 'mer1ean Blbl1o-

grlphy ~ Slayia ~ ~ European Studiel and by InA Slayiç 

~ ~ European Journal. Wlthln the English text, l have 

retalned the traditional spelllng of well-known na~e~ onlY1 

otherwlse, the names of Sovl~t and Czech literary publl~a­

tiops, publlshlng houses, and people'appear in thelr trans-

11:terated tcrrm. 

Slpce ~zech·alphabet ls aIm~st analogous to System 

III, l use lt as sueh in the thesis, although there are some 

e~eept1ons whlah, ln fact, contradiet the r~les of applica-
y ~> 

tlon: a) the' symbol ,Ah 18 pronounced kil 1)( Czeoh; b) the 

symbol J. la equl valent· to the same symbol in EngIishl and . 
c) the 8ymb~1 t 18 pronounced harde Thus the RU8s1an name 

.-
Erox1mov, ror example, would appear ln the Czech text as 

Jerochymov. .. 
Unless otherw1se ~~dicated, thé quotations from Hasek's 

works or trom other Czech" autbor.s were translated by the 

author of the present thesls. 

" 

, , 

II 

~ 
~-: 
.' 
1;, 
"?i 
i t 

f :; -, 
$ 
:\ , 
; 

, 

i li 



( 

ACKHOVLEDGMEHTS 

l wlsh to express my gratitude to ProCessors 
, 

Irene ~avilanis 'and Alexander Fodor for tbeir·guidance 

and assiatance throughout the writing of th1s thea1s. 

, 

.. 

'-, vi-

\ 

,,-
j 



Î' 

• 

" 
r' 

-r , 
\ 
\ 
\ 

\ 
~, ,-

\ 

. \ , 
\ 

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS 

... 

,- , 

TABLE OF CONTENTS. , 
• • • • • • • . . . . . . .. . . • • • .. 

PREFACE' • t· .. -. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

" INTRODUCTION 

CHAPTER 

I. THE 

• • • • • • • • • 

LITERARY PRANKSTER 

. .' . 
• • 

II. THE CZECH LEGIONARY AND THJ 

III. HASEK LOOKS BACK AT RUSSIA 
il 

CONCLUSION . • • • • • • • • • • • , 

• • ,. . .". • • • 

, 

• .- ~ • • • · • • 

RED COMMtSSAR • • 
~ 

• • • • • • • • • 
" 

• • • • • • • • .. 

, " 

vi. 

1x, 

1 

31 

66-

101 

• 134 

BIBLIOGRAPHY • • . .. . . • • • ••• >i!. •• ~,' .",-" 
:---:---; 38 

'\ . 
\.... 

" 

" 

\ 

-

el 

r 

" .. • " 

'4. 
vi1 \.-" 

- 1 

.; 
i . 

. 'f 
'\ t"_ , 

Ji> 

! 
1 , 

1 

l 

1 



, 

t 

r 

<J 

·A .real li ter~ture . can be created only by lIadmen 1 

h,,,,"mi ta J, 'here~ics J dreamer,'S,' rebels, an.d acept1cs J 

• 
not by diligent and trustvorthy 'unct1onarles. 
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PREFACE 

Jaroslav Hasek was always a oontro.ver.si~l figure in, 
1 

(tzech' li terature. In the early stages>?f Ha~ek t s 11 terary 

eareer, the polemics were kept ,on the level of Ifterary 

cri ticism. Al though Hasek establlshed hlmself a~ a popular 

satirist and humorist during his lifetime, his anti-

intellectual stance and his Irreverence toward the 11terary 
If ... ~ .. \ 

profes.sion caused contemporary critics' to consider him a 

fr~volous writ~r. However, the clroumstanoes ohanged radi­

cal1y when Hasek, at the end of his life, published his only 

novel about Svejk'.l From ~hat time onwards the con tr'O­

ver:ry became ai poli ticsl issue. 
, , . 
~Despite the fact that Ha~ek's boo~ w~s weIl received 

among Czech readers, 1t was the "immense popularity of his 

novel abroad which forced Czech official and 1iterary' circles 

to pass judgement on ~SyèJk. Czech nationalists perceived 
~ 

v . " 
Sye jk as a neg~tive reflection of the Czech' .natl0.n~~ char-

acter, while the 0 left-wing cri tics defended the novèl. The 
, .., \.... . 

nationalist poet Viktor Dyk attacked Svejk in N~rodn! l1stv 

(April 1928) for i t.s nlhilistlc splrl t àm:\ 1 ts negâtive . 

influence on Czech society, especlally on the army. Presi-
v v ) dent Masaryk rejected sye1koyina (Svejk-like behaviour as 

8 form of eSe"'apism from social r~spo,nsibi1ities. The Commu.-

'" nist writer Julius F~c!k, on the c~ntrary, saw Syejk 1n 
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tavourable light, for, apart from its literary value, he 

viewed its influence on bou~geois society and the army as a 
"'t 

x 

pos i ti ve one. Thus, pol i tical polar ization occurr ing in the 

Czech intellectual community prevented an objective literary 

analys1s of Hasek's work. 

The German occupation 1nterrupted the polemics about 

Sye 1k, and the book was banned as a subversi ve work. The 

horrlfying experience of World War II Initi ated a new 

appraisal of Hasek's work among the critics, but this pro-

cess was terminated by the Communist take-o ver in FebrtJ ary 

1948. From then on, in Czechoslovak1a Hasek waB judged 

purely from the Marxist point of vi~-w. There was, however, 

a period of "crit1cal vacillat10n w towards him: once the 

Communlsts shifted from opposition to govérning party, 

Sye jkOyina became a subject of official concern as it had 

been during the "bourge01s n repu.bl1c. It is now the offi-
V' 

c1al point o.f vlew that Svejk, as a character, ls not justl-

f1ed 1n eitner soc1aIlst society or the social1st army. He 

1s to be judged only ln his, historieal roIe, as rid1"èuling 

fO.Bsil1zed Austria-Hungary, the imper1al army, and the 1mper-

1al1st war. 

In spi te of early objections, officlal recognition did 

come. In the.early 1950's Hasek's stories appeared in book 
-' 

~ • form, but were carefully selected ln order to show Hasek's 
..... 

,cIass çonselousness. Hasek was described as "an uncompro-

mislng crltic of the decay1ng bourge01s reg1me" and "an 

aeti ve fighter for the new order, ", wh11e IISye lk beeame an 
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ingenious satire on the imperialist wars, due to the 

influence of the slogans of the Great October Revolution. n2 

After 1956, the publications of Hasek's work multlplied and 

his 1deological background was not quest10ned further. In 

, 957 Jaroslav Kr :!:tek publ1shed a detal1ed study of Hasek' s 

sojourn in Russia, in which the affinity of Hasek '5 Marxist 

conv 1ctions, the October Revolution, and Sye jk 113 affirmed. 3 

TOday, in his homeland, Hasek 15 acknowledged as 1ts 

best and most successful sat1rist and i5 rightly placed among 

the most distingulshed modern European writers. His wr1t1ngs 

are a5siduously studied, collè"o-ted, frequently published, 

and analyzed. Recentl y, Hasek' s 'OOth bi rthday was cele-
\" 

brated and an international symposium on Hasek took place in 

April 1983. 

There are also numerous Soviet studies on Hasek wh1ch 

deal primarily wi th his revolutlonary past and emphas Ize 

his contr ibution as a journalist and propagand 1s t. A more 

analytical ;Jork, which appeared in the sixties, 15 

S. Vostokova' a cri tical biographical study. Her· conclusion 

about Hasek 1s typical of Sov iet scholarship: she sees 

Hasek' s contribution to li terature in the creation of a ne}lh 
Yf 

{tero (Svejk), "man-the-v ietor, n as opposed to "man-the 

viet1m" or "the rebel-1ndividualist" so popular in West 

European works. 
\ ., 

In her view, Svejk does represent the 

national eharacter, and it 15 to Hasek's credlt that he suc­

ceeded in depleting 1t. In addition, she stresses Hasek' s 
'Ir 1 

optlmistle perception of lire and ~gOrize:s him as a pro-

~ 

----------~--------------
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letarian wrlter nwho stood at the ~eglnnings of socialist 

reallsm. n4 J 

" 

xii 

1. A. Bernstejn's more recent work on the 20th century 

Czech novel encompasses new elements in the literary discus­

sion. .Hasek ls compared to such contemporarles as Kafka, 

Musil, and Kraus and is discussed in terms of dadalsm and the 

literature of the absurdo But here, too, the emphasis is on , 

Halek's unshakeabie optimism. 5 

The insistence, on the part of Soviet critics, on 

Haiekfs optimism constitutes a serlous limitation to liter-

ary discussion. Of course, this attitude reflects their 

adherence to Marxist criteria of good literature, namely, 

that the work be positive and optlmistic. However, there 

are eritics who expressed a different opinion. The Most 

prominent Czech critic of the inter-war period, Frantlsek 

" Xaver Salda, deteeted ndissonance" in the novel and con-

sidered it, "despite its comicallty, a book sad to death. n6 

Similarly, there ls a dlsagreement among literar~ . 
cri tics (along ideologieal I1nes) ln their evaluation of 

Hasek's work which was created during his lifetime. Although 
~ v 

Hasek is best known for his novel Sye1k, it is really sorne 

twelve hundred short s'to\-ies and articles which represent 
~ 

the major part of his wor~, He wrote many of them durlng 

the flrst period of his life before the First World War 

(1901-1914), during the war in Russla and Ehroughout the 
t" 

Civil War when he joined the Bolshevlks (1916-1920), and 

after his return ta C~choslovakia (1920-1923). 

" ., 
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While Western critias percelve Hasek prlmarl1y as a 

rebel aga1nst aIl authority,1 the Soviet literary scholar 

N. P. Elanskij concludes that Hasek had ~lready created a 

rev~lutlonary aesthet1c ideal before the First World War; 

that he was a socialist and observed the world from this P 

Posltion. 8 Elanskij~sees Hasek as a revolutionary who 

scorned the bourgeo1s system, championed the work1ng class 

and rejected political life because the bourgeois parties 

had no satisfactory answers to the_soci~l problems of the 

day.9 

While staying in Russia during the war, Hasek supported 

the idea of a free Czechoslovakia (untl1 then -,a part of 

Austria-Hungary) and helped to organize the Czechoslovak 

Legion from Czech and Slovak prlsoners of war. After the 

October Revolution, he joined the Bolsheviks--a decision 

judged rebellious and treasonable by Czech natlonalists, 

but praised by Harxist critics. In their view, Hasek 
" 

. remalned faithful to his revolutionary ideals until his 

death. 10 However, his writings published after his return 

to Czechoslovakla are not as clear-cut. . '( 

('ThiS pattern--whether Hasek's image was that of a revo-

luti;nary or that ~f a rebel--repeats ltself from the begin­

ning to the end of his literary career and th!s thesis will 

investigate the double image of Hasek throughout his liter­

ary works in an attempt to clar1fy it~ 

The Introduction of thi" thesi" relates Hasek's blo-
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graphy to the 'h15tor1cal events and cultural influences 

durlng the period 1880-1930. Chapter l focuse5,9n Hasek's 

pre-war stories and feuilletons, written in the social 
I;> 

context of the Austro-Hungar1an Honarchy and influenced, on 

the one hand, by his extensiv~ travelling, and on the other, 

J' by his anarchism. In addition, h1s soc1al and polit1caL 

satire will be discussed. Chapter II deals with Hasek's 

polltical and 11terary act1vlties as a war journa11st in 
-

Russia during the First World War, first ln the Czechoslovak 

Legion, and later in the Red Army. In the last chapter, 

Hasek' s wri tings after his return to C'zech05lovak1~ are 

analyzed. 

, l' 
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FOOTNOTES TO PREFACE 

1J H ., é' ., ", _ aroslav asek, 05udy dobr ho yo1aka Sye1~a .a syetoye 
yalky, 4 vols., written between 1920 and 3923. The novel 
has been translated into a number of languages; it has also 
been filmed and dramatlzed several t1mes: the best known 
dramatizatlon 1s by Bertolt Brecht. The f1rst translation 
into Engllsh, by Paul Selver, appeared in 1930. A new 
translation, by Cscil Parrott, was published under the title 
lbs ~ Sold1er Sye1k Arui HiA Fortunes in ~ Vorld HAL 
(H~)l York: Thomas Y. Crowell cee: 1973). Subsequently, 
Has.efc's novel 1s reCerred to as §ye1k. 

2Zdena Anc{k, "Nova podobizna Jar.oslava Ha5ka," a 
Foreward to l1I.li zQolog1ckB zahrada by Jaroslav Hasek, ed. 
Zdena Anc:!k (Prague: 1950), pp. 5-7. 

3 "i" " .., f Jaroslav Kr zek, JarQslay Hasek ~ reyolucn~m Rusku 
(Prague: 1951), p. 9-. 

4S• Vostokova, Jaroslav GaSek (Hoscow: 1964), pp. 118-81. 
5 v ~ ~ 
l. A. Bernstejn, Cesski! roman ~ ~ 1 ~ realizma 

J. eyropejsk1x literatural (Moscow: 1979), pp_ 87, 104-10 • 

.., 6Frant1sek Xaver Salds, ~Jaroslav Durych, essayista," 
SaldÛy .. zaDisn!k, .1 (Prague: Otto Girgal, 1928.,29), pp. 16-17. 
F. X. Saldats judgement was not affected by ideologieal 
trends. Althoygh he realized the importance of Haaek's novel 
in Czech literature, he did not gloriCy the book as the Com­
munist writers did. On the other hand, Salda refused to 
accept accusations of the well-known Catholic wrlter Jaroslav 
Durych who suggested that !vejk was a reflectloq oC Czech 
intellectu·ali ty morallty, and character. 

7Robert plns'ent, ed., Introduction ta Czech Prose 
~ Yera, (London: Athlane Press, 1979), p. lvii!; Cecil 
Parrott, Preface to Ibs ~ com!~:j:r; Includ1ng Further 
Adyentures ~ ~ ~ Sold1cr _____ ~ Other Storiea ~ 
Jaroslav Ha3ek, ed., transe Cecil Parrott (Toronto: Lester & 
prpen Dennys, 1981), pp. x111-xlv. -

8N• P. Elansk!J, JarQslay Gasek (Moscow: 1980), p. 29. 

9Ibld •• pp. 12, 13, 16. 

10Ib1d ., p. 44; Kr!zek, Halek .1 Rusku, p. 312. 
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INTRODUCTION 

Jaroslav Hasek was born ln Prague on 30 April 1883, a 

year also marked by the death of Kar.1 Harx and the blrth of 

another Prague wrlter--Franz Kafka. klthough at this'time 

Europe enjoyed a period of relative peace, the atmosphere of 
. 

tbe multi-national Habsburg Empire was far from peaceful. 

This state of affairs vas due to emergent waves of national­

ism, which proved to be a-centrlfugal foroe leading several 

decades later ta the dissolution of the monarchy. The Czeeh 

population fel t especially dissatisfled vi th the government 

in Vienna because the German-speaking minority ln the Czech 

lands successfully blocked an~ progl;'ess which vould have 
J 

resulted in the improvement of the Czech position i-n the( . 

monarchy. 

The compromise of 1861, which ~stabllshed Austria as a 

dual monarchy Austrla-Hungary, was vigorously opposed by the 

Czechs, ~hose politic~l program was based on federalism. 

The compromise sparked a nelll wave of much less tolerant 

nationalisme In spite of the fact that they were a majority 

in their country, the Czechs vere unfairly represented as a 

minority group in~tfie regional p~rliaments because the vot­
~ ing prlvileges depended on individual income. The German-

speaking arlstocracy and well-to-do bourgeoisie occupied the 
'; 

Influential positions at the local level. The same can be 

1 

1 
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said about the Imperial Parliament in Vienna where the Slav 

majority of the el!lpire was, i~ fact, in the minori ty. The 

situation Inevitably led t~ the radicall~atlon of the Czech , 

and other Slav populations. 

However, the national1st strife of the last decades of 
, ~ 

the nineteenth century obscured the crux of the problem. 

In essence, the real~issu~ was the rapid industrialization 

2 

of the Czech lands and the subsequent social changes in the 

society, which shifted gradually,from a feuda1 system towards 

capitalism. 8y 1900, over half the population of Bohemla 

was connected vith Industry, a'number'far too high to be 

ignored ln a society still monarchistlc in structure. In 

effect, the C=echs experienced, so to speak, a bloodless, 

slow-motion French Revolution, venting thelr frustra,tion 

over nationallst problems. 

During Prime Minister Eduard Taafee's era, the Czechs 

obtained several concessions. In the early eighties, the 

University of Prague, until then German, was divided into 

two institutions, one Czech and one German. The local 
i -

administration also was required to use both languages rather 

than only German, as was done previously. The most impor­

tant change was the improved franchise ratio, whièh enabled 

the èzechs to better their position in the regional repre­

sentative institutions, although not in the Imperial 

Parliament in Vienna. From then on, the Czechs worked 

to~ards the attainment of autonomy, while realizing that as 

long as the Germans and Hun&a~ians preferr,d th~ dual 8y8-

- j 
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tem, they would never achleve thelr goal. The unsettled 

nationallst problems and the nature of Austrian externa! 

policies in favour of a Triple Alliance with Germany--a move 

never popular among the Czechs,--sealed the rate or the 1D0n- , 

archy which, in 1914, hurled its population into war. 

Hasek spent his childhood and adalescence in these 

turbulent tilDes. His parents were originally from southern 

Bohe~ia but settled in the capital after Josef Hasek found a 

job as a teacher in a private German school. Although' he 

was consider~d a bright student, Hasek was unable to conform 

to the discipline of the contemporary educational system. 

Later, his dislike for school intensifled to the point of 

profound disdain for any kind of 'academic institution • 
• 

Ha!ek's anti-clerical feelings developed along s1milar 

lines. Catechism was an important part of the school " , cur- ,yi" 

r1culum, but Hasek did not prove to be a brilliant student 

in this particular subject. Although ,his parents ~ere 

devout Cathollcs and he h1mself often served as an altar 

boy, his disrespect for the off1cial religion later turned 

into a violent hatred for the organized church and for 

religion R§L ~. 

The death of Josef Ha~ek in 1896 left his wife in a 

d1fficult financial situation and his two sons, tJaroslav 

and the younger Bbhuslav, wlthout stable parental influence 

at very precarious ages. At this tilDe, Prague became the 

center of Crequent street riota due to the reslgnatlon of 
. , 

Prime Minister Baden!'s Cabinet~ Baden! proposed to give 

..LI_-------------



{ 

'" 

1 

( 

( 

·-

d 
j 

k 

• 

/ f # 

equal status to the Czech and German languages, but his 

proposaI caused demonstrations in tne German population. 1 

In Prague, the Czecha anawered vith their own demonstra­

tions. 
.., 0 

Hasek's participation ln the riota resulted in his 

expulsion from sohool. 
'\ 

The hot-headed teenager worked in a pharmacy, only to 

be asked to leave shortly thereafter becauae of his undesir­

able 1nventivenesa and practical jokes. Nevertheles5, Hasek 
, -

vas admitted to the Commercial Academy, a school vhich 

employed some of the best contemporary scholars. ,One of 
/ ~ v them, the lexicographer Vaclav A. Jung, after reading Hasek's 

~ 

'firs~~iterary att~mpts, recognized Hasek's talent, seeing 

ln him a future Czech Mark Twain. After graduat1ng from 

school in 1902, Hasek worked in, the Insurance Bank of Slavie. 

A trip to Slovakia in the summer of 1900 proved to be 

a turning point "in Hasek's life on two accounts. On the 

one hand, it resulted in his early story, QYDsies At Their 

Feast (Cikanl 0 hodech), published in the prominent Prague 

newspaper NSrodn! 11sty2 in January 1901. On the o.ther hand, 

he a1so acqu1red at that t1me a taste for va~~ancy which was 

never to leave him. 
.." 

This side of Hasek's character puzzled 
, 

his friends and was a constant source of worry for his 

family. And indeed, Hasek was dlsmissed from a job after 

two spontaneous visits to Slovakia; it was then that he 

decided to live off his literary work only. The failure of 

his fiest book of poems, MS'Ayé yYkriky (1903) did not deter 

b1m from vrit1ng, and his short storiea--often based on per-
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sonal exper1ence gained while roam1ng acroas Hungary, Serbia, 
(--

BulS,aria, Romania, Poland, and later SWt~IZerland and 

southern Germany--were successful. 

Baek from hia wander1ngs, Hasek j01ned the anarchist 

movement in 1904 and wrote articles for radical jou~nals. 

Ta his unrest~ained character, contemptuoup of any author1ty 
, 

but,always ready for action, anarchism was the Most con-

genial doctrine. But he did not join, the intellectual 

circle of anarcho-Communists led by the poet Stanislav K. 

Neumann; 3 rather, he assoc1ated hilQ,Self w1 th the ana.rcho­

syndica11sts, a group operating mainly among workers in 

northern Bohemia. Ha!ek left Prague in order to organi~e 

meetings and lectures in the Most region and to edit t~e -

anarchist new,spaper. He saon became disappointed wi th the 

inner politics of the organization and left, although he 

rema1~ed 1n oontact with the anarchists in Prague until 1910. 

Hasek's anarchist sympathies also led ta frequent oonflicts 

with the authorities; he kept Prague's police busy with his 

'indefatigable participation in var10us demonstrations. 

Although Ha~ek enJoyed his lifestyle, .it proved to be P ) . 
~ the main obstaole to his marriage plans because the parents 

of Jarmila Hayerova did not consider h1m a desirable son-1n­

law. The young couplets relatlonshlp had to survive Many 

difficult\es for several years before they were, fina11y 

married in 1910. In order to marry Jarmila, Hasek prom1sed 

to change:, he severed contacts with the anarchists, re­

entered the'ohurch, and seoured a steady job as an editor at 

" -- -~----~-- -----~ 
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~ zy!fgt (Animal world), a respectable natura): history 

journal. 

6 

It did ~ot take long for'Ha~ek to come to the conclu~ion 

that the respectable journal needed some form of 1mprovement. 

In his inimitable style he fabricated stories about non-

existent animals, one of which appeared in. a foreign journal. 

His hoax was discovered and Haiek was fired. Once aga in h~ 

became a freelance writer. This meani an Insecure financial 

base and it ~ed to marital problems. Although there is evi-
" dence that he could have 11~ed quite comfortabfy off his 

-
royalties had he tried earnestly to do so, he was constantly 

in debt. His wife's attempts to reform him, to cure hlm of 

his drinklng habi~s~ and to dlmlnlsh the influence of his 

bohemian friends wefe all in vain and ended in bitter dis­

putes. Hasek's,confl1ct, whlch resulted in his inabillty to 

acquie~ce \0 Jar~lla's demands, was due to the fact that Hii 

otherwise self-destructive hi~ht life was simu?taneousry the 

source of his artistlc inspiration. It was thls v1cious 

<:) 

c1rcle which resulted in his deep depresslon and an attempt '"C~./ 

to jump off the ~harles bridge 1n February 1911.4 

His personal problems 'no~ithstanding, the year 1911 
~ 

was one of Hasek's Most prollflc, and among the stories pub­

lished that year was the first version of Sye1k. In addition, ,-
Hasek ~chieved great popularlty by organ1zing a,new ftpol1-

tical" party called "The Party of Moderate Progress wlthin 

tHe Bounds of the Law. ft It ~as a hlghly succes-sful travesty 

of· the contemporar1 electoral ~stem, wblch exposed to ridi~ 
.. 'l> Lj 

o '\ 
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cule not only. the .fo'iiàrchy, but Czeoh Por1.tics as weIl. 
" , , 

During this period t Czeeh poli ticians reached an 

impasse, having no clear goals except for their reformist 

ideas or gradualist polieies w~thin the· framewor'k of the 

existi.ng system of Austria-Hungary;' that 'ls t with1IL_~the 
~ J , 

limita of the lav. ft As for Hasek, he had nei ther patienc'e 
~ 1 

with nor respect for politlcal parties, and any associatio~ 

he bad vith them aIvays ended unpleasantly. In~1911, he 
., , 

secured a Job as ~ssistant editor of local news at Ceske 
." sloyo (Czech Ward), the daily of the N~tional Soeialist 

5 ~ , 
Party. Ta report, local ,incidents proved aga in to be tedl~ 

ous wor;k for Hasek and an occasion for his never-dormant 

7 

" imagination to invent many a story. He went as far as 'sel­

I1ng his canards to other reporters for a ~eer. Soon after-

vàrds Hasek lost his job for publicly sympathizing with 
" workers against the back-room d~allngs of the National" -

Soeiali~t Par"Ey. Unable to support his 'wife and nell-born 

son, Hasek left home. '" Although the Ha~eks vere separated 

for many years, the y vere never offieially dlvoreed. 

Hasek' s personal t'ailures led ta his graduaI wl thdrawal 

from his former milieu. He f~lt more comfortable among 
, 

soolal outcasts, vagabonds, ahd drunkards.· His fr1ends wh9 

tried to help him; flnd off whom he frequently sponged, vere 

bitterl~ di.aappointed by his obvious 1ngratit~de and rude 

behaviour. Despite a way of life detrlmental to h1mself 

and to others, Hasekts liter.ary'talent did not dim1nish. ,­

He continùed to write stories and entert~ining cabaret plays, 

\ 
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until the outbreak of the war. 6 
c 

Halek's bohem1an life ~s a puzzle for aIl biographe~s 
, . \ , ...... 

who try to unravel \he stor'ies and anecdotes about hirb, 

because Hasek himself spread legenqs ijnd rumo~rs to increa~e 

his fame.~ To explain his beha~iour, British literary critic 

and Hasek'/ b10grapher Cecil Parrott concludes that ij,asek 

was "the classic e~~mple of a creative psychopath, who could 

not~elp himself. n7 ~ Parrott's view, without his abundant 

-~erar~ talent'Rasek's fame would have been limited to , 
~ 

police r'ecords. 
f 

Alongside his irresponsib11ity, wh1ch was , 
, V' 

- quite astounding even for a bohemian, Hasek's predominant 

dharacteristiè was his spontaneit~. Hts tendency ta let hie 

emotions>rule over h1s reaSOn frequently caused h1m to meet 

with bitter dislilusionment. The alternat10n of boundle~~ . ' . 
? enthus1asm for action and su.bsequent glo0l?,y ~chantment 

, . 
"was a re'curring pattern 1n his life.. He would at f1rst be 

. genuinely lnteresteti, 'then deeply involv~d 1n a cause, but 

would soon,be frustrated by human failures, and finally he, 

would withdraw CO~Pletel;, O~lY to satir~ze his ~n 'e~er-
ieDaes.. ..' / . 

. His+general unreliab1l1ty was a~~the ca~~e of HaseK's . 
exclusion from the ma1nst,ream of ser-ious l,iterature. Trs-

o 

ditionall'y, Czech writers were guardians of Czech nati'onal 

consciousness, and the Czech National Revival was undoùbtedly 

ach1eved because of their 1ndefat1gable ded1cation, ideal-
l' 

• ! 

ism, and unabated belief in the Czech nation. An unfortunate 
, 

feature of their ach1evement was their uncr1tical attitude, 
6 

• c) 
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blurred by national sentiment, coupled wi th a will1ngness ta 

sacrifice art for the sake of the pol1tical message. In the 

view of Robert Pynsent, British literary 'scholar, this 'pre­

dicament eaused Czech li terature to be "mare introspective 

than English, n and only a few write,ls were 'ver able "to 

make fun of themsel ves or Czech nat i onal charaeteristi cs."8 

As we will see, the iconoclastie Hasek did not spare any-

thing or an ybody in his sati re. 

Because of hi s contemptuous dis posi tian, Hasek was 
1 

"an outsider" to the professional eammunity of literary 

artists. He r!diculed their over-intellectuality but was 

himself subjected to severe eriticism for his readiness to 

sell stories pieeemeal ta any n~wspaper, thus degrading his 

literary vocation to the level of rnere craft. Hasek' s 

writing habi ts were indeed peculiar: he frequently wrote 

\ his stor1es in the nais iest of pubs, taverns J or cafés, and, 

withou t cons iderlng the qual1 ty of the piece, he had i t 

" publ1~hed as soon as possible. Exeept for the clerical 
~ 

press, where the.d isl1ke was mutual; he cared li t tle about 

the pol1tics of the papers, contributing indlscrimlnately ta 
" 

both anarchist and well-established "bourgeois" publications. 

In Hasek' s defen"ce, one should emphas i ze that he faced 
, , 

the perennlal problem of the modern art1st: to wr1te either 

what he wanted or what the public wanted ta 'read. Being ja 

short story writer and a journalist, HaSek depended solely 

on his l1terary talent far incorne anq thus on public taste. 

He the refore succeeded in reaching ord inary people, but not 

--
/ il 
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intellectuals. It was especially the vulgar tone, evident 

in many of Hasek's stories, which did not appeal to some 

of bis intellectual contemporaries such as Arne Novak or 
., 

10 

Karel Capek. Probably the best judgement on this point cornes 

'" , from one of today' s Czech wr1ters, Josef Skvorecky, who 

compares Hasek with another mOdern(surrealist art1st, 

Bohum11 Hrabal: 

Hasek, however, was a cruel, harsh, absolutely 
unlyrical storyteller; Hrabal is fundamentally a lyri-
cal poet. • • • ~ 

• He a1so has Hasek' s wonderful ear for the 
spoken language., and a l1nguistic fantasy which helped 
him to create a \lery unique and personal narrative 
language. • • • Hrabal' s pecul1ar strength 1:3 his ab 11-
ity to entertain the slmplest reader and yet be admir.e-d 
by the most intellectual of' the intellectuals. .Which, 
to my mi nd, has' alw~ys been one 0 f tbe rare, infall ible 
signs of greatness. 

Although Hasek was disliked by the intellectuals, he was 
~ 

popular among the ordinary readers throughou,t his pre-war 
Cl 

literarl' càreer. 

At the turn of the century Czech literature readily 

absorbed West European literary trends, such as symbol1sm or 
\' 

natura11sm, and further cultivated cri ticâl real1sm, which 

still had many exponents among li terary artists. Yet ~ t was 
~ 

not only~heir literary affiliation whlch served to cate:gor-

1 ze wrl ters, but their pol i tical credo as weIl. The per iod 

before the outbreak of the war was marked by fervent pol i ti-

cal and l1terary upheaval, with the anarchists as the most 

vocal group. 

Hasek also jOined--albei t temporar 11 Y, as was his cus tOm-­

the Syrinx l1terary group where he met aspir1ng young artists ,. 
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who later became prominent: Karel H. Hilar, future director 

of the National Theatre; satirical poet Josef Mach; play­

wrlght~~ir! Mahen; Rudolf Tesnohl!dek, librettist of 

J 'V anacek's opera ~ Cunning Little Yixen. 

inclined to participate in literary discussions about modern 

art or in philosophical debates. Avoiding abstract matters 

as much as possible, he associated himself rather with 

second-rate poets but first-rate drinking companions. 

Two other influences ought to be pointed out: Prague 

Itself and the cultural atmosphere of the entire H~sburg 

Empire. Prague, at the turn of the century, presênted an 

interesting mixture of medievali5m and modernism, and was 

described by the Czech scholar Emanuel Frynta as n'dadaistic' 

and 'surrealiste ayant ~ lettre. n10 

The mixed population of Prague wh1ch was comprised of 

Bohemian Germans, Czechs, and German-speaking Jews, was also 

an interesting feature. For the Germans of the empire, 

including those living in the Czech lands, Vienna repre-

~ sented the acme of their political and cultural life; but 

for the Czechs, their "Golden Prague," however provincial, 

was their center. Yet the inspiration which Prague pro~ 

vided in abundance to Many artists was note limited to a~ 
nationality: Hasek found Many a subject for his stories 

in the streets of Prague; but Rilke, Kafka, and Werfel also 

expressed their affection for the city in their own tongue. 

The Hapsburg Empire; although politically in decline, 

was able to produce outstanding people in the fields of the 
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arts and humanities before 1918. From thls point of vlew, 

Prague benef1ted from Austrlan culture Just as much as the 

monollthlc German civllization was to be positively influ­

enced by Slav culture. 11 Thus, while Buffering politlcally, 

the Czechs enjoyed an artlstlc lnterchange on a multinational 

level which was stimulating for their creative elements. 

But Hasek would not agree wlth thls perspective. For 

him, the stirling social conventions, including the cultural 

achievements of the empire, represented only a heavy burden. 

Moreover, the decls10n of the Austrian government to subdue 
J , 

the Southern Slavs by milltary action, which led to World 

War If only increased Hasek's contempt for the monarchy. 

"And 50 they've killed our Ferdinand": thus began 
.., v 

Hasek's novel Sye1k; and 50, too, began the world conflagra-

t ion which interrupted Hasek' s bohemian lifestyle, and d is- "-

rupted as weIl the more orderly existence of society in ~, ;' 
',-/ 

general. 

The Czechs were not enthusiastlc when the war on Serbia 

was dec1ared. Their sympathies were with Southern Slavs and 

Russians, but paradoxically, as Austrian citizens, they were 

required to fight alongsidé Germany, their h-lstorlcal enemy. 

Their on1y compelling reason for remaining in the monarchy 

was that their alliance with the Habsburgs represented a 

safeguard'agalnst the'rapidly ex~andlng Hohenzollern Empire. 

By i~ deoision to enter rhe war the mOnarchY, at ~east in 
.,. 

the eyes of the Czechs, lost 1ts raison d'etre. The dilemma 

of being an Austrian patriot and thus loyal to the emperor, 
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or a Czech patrlot loyal to the nation, was in the end 

resolved in favour of the latter. 

The struggle for an Independent Czechoslovakla wa! led 

abroad by Tom's Garrigue Masaryk, who unlt~d the Czechs and 

Slovaks outside the monarchy and succeeded in organizing the 

Czechoslovak army from prlsoners of war in Western Europe 

and in Russi a. As the war drag-ged on, a stead11y growing 

number of Czech soldiers found their way lnto the Allied 

armies. In France, they were soon organized into separate 

military-unlts, but in Russia, where the majorlty of surren­

ders occurred, the prisoners of war were used prlmarlly as 

a worklng force. Masaryk Intended to persuade the Russian 

government to allow the formation of a Czech Legion wl1llng 

to tight Germany. 

Prior to the February Revol~tion, the Czechs were 

organlzed ln a small mllltary unit called DruZlna whlch was 

a part of the Russian army. DruZina ha~ been orlginally 

establlshed by the-Czech settlers in Russia in 1914 ln order 

to prove thelr loyalty to the tsar. Slnce Many of them 

retained thelr Austrian cltlzenship, they were afrald of 

being treated as potential enemies and thus faeing intern­

ment and the confiscation of their-property. DruZinij was 

entlrely under Russian command and consisted mainly of the 

Czechs living in Russia. 12 The Czech prisoners of war were 

allowed to join only if they accepted Russian cltizensh1p 

and embraced the Orthodox religion. These conditions pre­

vented Many from joinlng, a fact'which the tsarist govern-

l 
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ment did not mind because 1t had no intention of stocking 

its army with unreliable former Austrian subjects who had 

betrayed, after aIl, their emperor. But after the February 

Revolution these conditions no longer applied and the Legion 

increased in numbers rapidly. 

In order to persuade the Russian government to for~ the 

m1litary un1ts out of pr1soners of war, the Czechoslovak 

National Couneil 1n Paris (led by Masaryk, Benes and 

Stefanik) sent forth Deputy Dùr1ch. Dür1ch, known for his 

tsaroph1le stand, was supported by the government of Nicholas 

r II and the pro-tsarist faction of the 'Czechs living in 

Russia. His mission almost split the independent movement, 

because Masaryk advoeated a political program based on a 

Western democratic model. In this he was supporte~ by the 

Czech and Slovak immigrants in Western Europe and in the 

United States, whereas their countrymen who had settled in 

Russia were in favour of a union under the Romanovs. 

Because of its vital interest in the issue, the tsarist 

govern~ent ~ecr~tly encouraged D~rich to replace Masaryk. 

Dôriçh was also countenanced by the Most Influential 

Czech organization in Russia at that time, the Kiev League. 

The conservative and tsarophile Kiev League hoped to liber­

ate the Czech nation from the Habsburgs and to give the crown 

of St. Wenceslas t. the Romanovs. However, as the war pro­

gressed and more and more Czech Boldiers round their way 

into the Russian prison camps, Russian army, and s6bse-
~ 

quently into the Czech settlers' organizations, the situa-
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tion began to change. The views of the prisoners of war 

differed sharply from those of the tsarophile Czech settlers. 

They were anti-dynastic, which meant not only antl-Habsburg, 

but also anti-Romanov, and they wanted more democratic gov­

ernment than Russia could offer. This ls the reason why 

they preferred th~ liberal and pro-Masaryk organization 

located in Petrograd. Consequently, the situation resulted 

in an impasse: Durich had the support of the tsarist govern­

ment and the Kiev League while Masaryk had the support of 

the prisoners of war who outnumbered the Czech settlers. 

This awkward predicament was solved unexpectedly by the 

February Revolution and by the abdication of Nicholas II. 

Thus the Kiev League lost its influence due to the change 

in the Russian government. The Petrograd group, which was 

supported by the majorlty of prisoners of war, became the 

representatlve body (Branch) of the National Counci1 in 

Russia under the leadership of Masaryk, and this contributed 

toward a greater unification of the inde~endence movement • 
. 

Masaryk ~rrlved in .Russia in order to rectify the situation 

created by Dürich and to convince the new government of the 

importance of a Czech Legion and the urgency of its expan­

sion. When, after some delays, Prime Minister Kerensky 

endorsed the formation of the CZ,echoslovak Legion, the dream 

of a free Czechoslovakia seemed more realistic. 

Meanwhl1e, Hasek had been calied up and sent to the' 

Galician front in the summer of 1915. His career in the 

Imperial army was short-lived but long enough for him to 

- ---.------- ~---~ 
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gather mater!.l for his futùre novel $yelk. While in.the ~ 
Austrian army, Hasek was oharged with violations of military 

discipllne, yet thl! was counterbalanced by a nomination for 

bravery. However, he never recelved his silver medal for he 

was taken prisoner by the Russlans ln September of the same 

year. After he was oaptured, Hasek was sent·with other 

prisoners of war to the camp in Tockoe, near Buzuluk, where 

he survived an extremely harsh win ter and an epidemic of 

typhus. 13 

In the summer of 1916, Hasek jolned DruZina. His 

previous experlence as a wrlter and, more Importantly" as a 

journalist, was weloomed oy the Kiev League. Hasek wrote 

for its newspaper Cechosloyan whlch was read by man y Czech 

soldiers and prlsoners of war who were stationed in the 
v 

Ukraine. When a second version of Sye1k cal,led IhJ. ~ ... 
Soldier Sye1k in CaDtlyity (Dobry vOjak Svejk v zajet!) came 

out in 1917, Hasekts popularity Increased. However, his 

close association wi;h the conservative Kiev League proved 

to be a political mistake. 

The political soene wa~ changing too rapidlY for Hasek, 

who had dlfficulties in adapting bimself to the chaos as , 

Russia entered its révolutionary stage. He viewed the c01-

lapsing world around him from a position of a tsarophl1e and 

wrote a bltlng satire, IhA Czech fickwlck klYh (Klub éeskych 

Pickwickû), agalnst the Petrograd organlzation which was 

trylng to unite the Czechs and Slovaks in Russia under one 

leadership. He was reprimanded by the leadership ~f'the 

L 
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Legion and sent to the rront, where he part1cipated in the 

1ast Russian offensive at Zborow in July 1917. Having been 
q 
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awarded the Hedal of St. George (fourth c1ass), he was later 
.., 

allowed to contrlbute to Cechosloyan. 

Meanwhile, Masaryk correctly appraised the situation on 

the Eastern front as disastrous and decided to transfer the 

Czechoslovak Legion to France where the troops couid continue 

to fight on the side of the Allies. Before sueh a transfer 

could take place, the po1it1ca1 eircumstances were further 

complicated by the Oetober Revolution, by the Brest-Litovsk 

peace negotiations, and--since the Legion ~as stationed near 

Klev--by the creation of an independent Ukraine. 

After the Bo1shevik takeover, the legal status of the 

Legion became unclear. Prior to the October Revolution, the 

troops were under the Russ1an High Command, a force wh1ch 

fought against the Central Powera on the Eastern front. 

When the Russian army co11apsed and the Soviet government 

entered into peaee negotiatlons with Germany, the Czechs 

.were still offie1a1ly ln a state of war. Sinee the Soviets 

slgned the peaee treaty at Brest-Litovsk, the National 

Counci1 felt it no longer had any obligations towards the 

Boishevik government. But belng the only organized and well­

equlpped troops available, the Legion was wooed by the anti-
... 

Bolshevik generals, by Ukralnian ~olitieians, and by the 

Soviets as weIl. Masaryk allowed nothing to 1nterfere with 

his original plan to remove the troops from RusBia and con­

sequently from the Civil War. He declared the Legion to be 

~ 
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-. 
neutral and to be a part of the French, i.e., Allled forcès. 

The Legion was supposed to reach Vladivostok and from there 

be transferred to Europe to joln the Allies. 

The revolutionary upheaval in Russia divided the Legion. 

Several pro-tsarlst units 'wante~ to fight the Bolsheviks 

and did so under Kornilov's commando But the real danger to , 

the unit y of the troops came from the leftist extremists who 

wanted to drag the Legion into the eonfliet and were sup­

ported by the Soviet government in their propagandist activi­

tles. Their attempt to destroy the Legion from Inside and 

to overthrow the leadership of the Legion in February 1918 

was unsuccessful. However, they eontlnued to harass the 

units with heavy propaganda in order to break the ~oldiers' 

morale. 

Hasek stood behind Masaryk's official platform for 

sorne time, at first even attaeking the Bolshevik polieies. 

But gradually, under the influence of his eo-workers who 

were proponents of a soeialist revolution, his views beeame 

more radical. The left wing of the Czech Soclal Democratie 

Party established Its Central Executive Committee in Kiev, 

separated from the Legion and the National Couneil. While 

the leftists agreed wlth Hasaryk's program of national liber-

ation, after the Oetober Revolution they found the double 

action of national and soclal1st r~l~tlon more attractive. 

In Oetober 1917, the Czech Kiev pro-~SheVlk group, led by 

Alois Huna, publlshed Its own newspaper Svoboda (Freedom) 

with financial help from the Soviet government. In following 
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the group's instructions, Hasek took part in the abortive 

February takeover, mentioned above. When the Legion left 

Kiev, Hasek regarded 1ts retreat,as a betrayal of the revo­

lution and of the Russian nation. However, the Czech Commu­

nists, despite the1r criticism of the Legion, did not fight 

the advancing German army either. They left the Ukraine 

with the Soviet troops at the same t1me as the Legion did 

and moved to Hoscow. 

Hasek, too, went to Moscow where he contacted the local 

Czech pro-Bolshev1k organ1zat1on and contributed to its 

newspaper PrÛkopnlk (Pioneer). He became a member of the 

Czechoslovak Section of the Russian ~ommunist Party in the 

spring of 1918. But Huna distrusted Hasek'and soon had him 

removed from the paper. In April he was dispatched to 

Samara to prom~te revolutionary propaganda among the Czech 

prisoners of war and the legionaries and to recru1t them 

for the newly-formed Red Army. Heanwhile, the official 

policy of the Soviet government toward the Legion changed, 

and it disregarded the mutual agreement between Mosco~ and 

Masaryk. Trotsky masterminded a plan to disarm and retain 

well-~rained troops in Rus~a in order to use them for the 

formation of Red Army un1ts. 14 The fact that a s1gnif1cant 

number of legionaries were Russian (i.e., Soviet) citizens 

and that they served in the Russian Imperial'Army (therefore 

could have been used as milltary specialists) was fully 

exploited by Trotsky from a legal point of view. However, 

. the Czechs real1zed the danger of being marooned in Russia 
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as weIl as the imposs1bil~fy of maintaining neutrality under 

suchl' candi tions. Armed conflicts broke out as the Czechs 

refused to obey Soviet demands. Trotsky issued an order to 

snoot any armed Czech, and the Legion retallated by fighting 

back. The Czech Communists were very much to be blamed for 

this disastrous turn of events. They had overestimated their 

political influence on the troops. Despite the fact that 

their campaign to subjugate the Legion from the inside 

failed in February 1918, they persuaded Trotsky that the 

ordinary soldier-workers did not want to leave for France 

and would, in due time, jo1n the Bolsheviks. Trotsky's skill­

fully prepared scheme would have worked but for the resis-

tance of the ordlnary soldiers whQ refused to cooperate and 

dlsarm peacefully. 

This conflict has always been presented by Communist and 

sorne Western sources as the beginning of the Allied interven­

tion and as a wilful act of the Czechs against the Soviet 

government. Victor Fic, the Wes~ern historian who devoted 

his research to the history of the Legion in Russia, docu­

ments that the conflict was precipitated by Moscow. As the 

Legion decided not to surrender but to reach Vladivostok as 

planned, the necessary ml1itary arrangements had to be con­

sidered. As a result, the attitude towards the Czech aglta­

tors worklng for the Soviet government changed, especially 
'" 

towards the recrulters fOr the Red Army, who had been grudg­

ingly tolerated by the leglonarles. .When 'the hostili ties 

broke ~ut between ·the Bolsheviks and the Legion, the Commu-

...1-\ _________ --~~-" ~.-
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nlst propagand1sts were regarded as traitora by the legion­

aries. Hasek was among those the Legion wanted to arrest. 

It is thus a tragic fact t~at the most direct consequence of 

the October Revolution for the Czechs was their own small-

scale civil war, fought far away from their home. 

In the spring of 1918 (before these turbulent events 

took place in May 1918) Hasek underwent a period of self­

doubt. Although a Red Army re~ru1ter, he had adopted a 

len1ent and cooperative attitude towards the Legion, which 

directly contrasted with the official line pursued by 

Trotsky. Hasek's friendly contact with the Legion in Samara 

was not at aIl appreciated by the Czech Communfsts. They 

expressed their disapproval at a meeting in Moscow in Hay 

1918 on the occasion of the founding congress of the Commu­

nist Party where Hasek's ideological stand was questioned. 

Scrwtinizing the available sources relating to this episode, 

we can assume that Hasek was probably expelled from the 

party. 15 ~asek's consequent b~haviour supports th~s conclu­

sion. When the Legion decided to fight its way through 

Siberia, it occupled first Penza and Samara. Hasek, who was 

asked by the Soviet officiaIs to negotiate with the legion-

aries, refused and was found in disguise ready to flee. 

Soon afterwards the Red Army left Samara but Hasek did not 

follow his Red Army unit. He spent the summer months wan-

derlng among the Tartars. 

In September of the same year, Hasek was in 51mbirsk 

where he was imprlsoned on charges of esp~nage but,subse-

" 

a 
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quently released due to the testimony of Czeeh soldiers from 

the ked Army who knew him. He was then sent to Bugulma to 

consolidate a neWly~e~~liShed Soviet reg1me 'ln the towo, 

~ and thereafter began his ineredible career in the Red Arroy 
1. . 

in Siberia. - This ti.me, probably for the first time in his 

life, Hasek felt the satisfaction of being really- needed. , , . 
His journalistic exp~ence and formaI education.were now in 

demand by the Soviet au orities in Siberîa; he was also 

sought for his knoWle~of several languages. Hi~ qualifi- fil' 

c~ns earned him re~~ and speedy promotions: among 

other positions, he was appointed head of the International 

Section of the Politieal Department of the Firth Army~ ~e 
"'b 

gave up drlnking al together, married 'a Russian girl (whom he 
t/ 

did not inform about his prevlous marrlage), and devoted 

himself entirely to his work, publishing a con31derable nu m-
A 

ber of Red Army newspapers in"Russian, German, and Hungarian •. 

While Hasek was witness1ng the Civil War 1n Russïa, 

Czecho~lov~kia emerged as an lndependent state16 in October 

1918, with Masaryk as president. Despite the fact tnlt the 

" qnew government 1ntrodueed many beneficial reforms and sta-

,~bili~.d the eco~omy. th~ situation orYstallized-po11t1oally-· 

after the debâcle of a leftist coup.. The le'ft wing of the 

Soc1al Democratie Party tried unsuccessfully tb establlsh a 

revolutionary soviet among workers in" the mining town of 
n 

Kladno, hoping for the same fruitful dénoyement a~ the 
'l . 

October Revolution had achleved in Russia. The 
" 

process wh1ch 

led to the polarization of the Social Democratie P,f'rty in 
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Czechoslovakia was a counterpart of the earl ier events in 

the Soviet Union, and it involved the same people. Muna t-

head of the Cz-echoslavak Communi st Part~ in Russia, was sent' 
f'-' 

',to his native country in order to organ i ze the left wing and 

spI 1 t the Socl al Democrats. On 9 December 1920 the lefti sts 

occupied the headquarters of the party but were evicted by a 

court order. Their response was to calI for a general strike. 

However, the Czechs "Were not attracted to wor Id revolution 

and wanted to avoid the ex amples of Ber lin and Bud apest. 

After an initial succes~ in Kladno, the strike 4.as called 
o 

off, only four days before Ha'sek (who was supposed to have 

taken part in the Kladno soviet) arrlved. 

Al though the Communist P~rty of Czechos'lovakia w~s not 

founded until May 1921, its newspaper .B..Y.s1.i pravo (Red Rlght) 

'was already in cireul ation in the faU of 1920. It was 

edi ted by the well-known wri t'er Ivan Olbracht and by the . ~ 

former le~ of the Social Democratie Partr, Bohum:!r Smeral. 
... " 

It was Smeral who became the first leader of the Communist 

Party J but his refusaI to comply with the official line from 

Moscow and' his reluctance to sacrifice his Marxist princi­

pIes· for Bolshevik doctrines led to his downfall. He was 

r~d from power ln 1929 and replaced by KlèJ!',lent Gottwald. 

As a resu1 t, thé p~rty l~t i ts prestige among worke rs and 
/. 

inteliectuals who left tt.: par~y in large numbers, i nclud i ng 

the most prominent Li terary figures of the le ft wing: - Ivan 

Olbracht, Vlad1s1av Vanëura, Stànislav K. Neumann, Marie' 
o 

Majerova, Josef Hora, and Jaroslav Seifert. 

-, 
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Although Hasek dld not see the culmination of this 

confl1ct, he dld witness its beginning because he was :;lent 

to Czechos1ovakla in the f'all of' 1920 at the request of the 

Czech leftists, who needed exper1enced Commun1sts for the 

planned enterprise in Kladno. Aecording to Hasek' s biogra­

pher Jaroslav KrHek, Hasek at first ref'uaed to leave J 
Siberla, but realizing immediately the rashness of his deci­

sion he later obeyed. 17 AlI the Czech and Soviet sources 

agree that Hasek 'a mission was t~ continue his revolution-

ary work in Czeehoslovakia. 

Yet, there are sugges t ions which i nd icate that Hasek 

escaped l'rom Ru ssia. Accord lng to Hasek':I fr iend F ranta 

Sauer, the proletari an wr,i ter and first publi sher of' Sye ik, 

Hasek ran away to MQ;Scow after he was refused permission to 

leave Slberla. It seem~ that an unnamed member of the 

Moseow soviet helped Hasek by giving him a forged passport 

whi ch took hlm out of Russi a. 18 In one of hi s letters to 

Jarmila, dated 3 February 1921, Hasek also mentions that he 

escaped. He asks her ta help him get a job; he explains 

that he still loves her and includes a photograph of hlmself 

"from the forged passport, made in RUSS-la, when l was run­

ning home. n 19 The Czeeh playwright and eontemporary of 

Hasek, Frantisek Langer, reports that Ha~ek avo ided d lrect 

questioning about his Bolshevlk past and on1y mentloned that 

his return from the Soviet Union was made difflcult for' hlm, 

refusing to specify by whom or why.20 

The Most convincing proof of the fset that he did not 
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come back as a Commun1Bt 15 Hasek's own behaviour after his 

arr i v al in Prague in December 19200 Though 1 t 15 true tha t 

the attempt to create a revolutionary sov 1et -in Kladno had 

collapsed Just a few days before, as an experienced 

apparatchik he ought to have been able to face temporary 

setbacks 0 As 1 t was, Hasek d id not joln the newly -estab-

11shed Communist Party of Czechoslovakia, was critical of 

Czech Communlsts, and did not even secure for himself a 

stead y job on the staff of .R.u..d.i praya, al though he con­

tributed to ito 
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Hasek certainly d1d not have an easy tlme, yet his I1t-

erary work allowed him to buy a house and support his Russian r' 

wlfe 0 EVidently, the government of Czechoslovakia waB not a 

viclous regime: the general amnesty perm1tted him to return 

and the bigamy charges against him were dropped 1 but he com­

pl1cated his personal life by fal11ng ln love w1 th his flrst 

wlfe. Still, Hasek was able to publish h1s feu illetons 

thanks to his pre-war journal1st friends, and sorne of his 

stories even appeared in pro-government newspaperso Again, 

as before the war, Hasek devoted himself to wr1t1ng and 

drinking, but now his alcoholism took on a suicidaI form 

and hastened his death. When he died on 3 January 1923, 

his major work Sye1k W8B left unflnished. 

Although Hasek belongs to the generation of fin-de­

siècle writers, he i8 referred to as a post-war man of let­

terse His reject10n of 11terature as an art, his style-­

which the critic Radko~tl!k calls nbarbarie, n21 his 
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spontaneity and his preference for intui tion rather than :for 

taught 1deas, and his nihl1ism and del1ght in the absurd are 

closer to post-war movements like dadaism than to pre-war 

li terary trends. Hasek' s kinship wl th dadalsm has already 

been polnted out in scholarly literature of the lnter-war 

period. In his article on "Dada," the erominent Czech cri tic 

Frantisek X. Salda compared Hasek to Jacques Vaché, whom he 

described as "the French pendant to our Ha~ek: wlld humour 

was to him an lns trumen t for denying the world and li fe. n22 

Today, Hasek' s dad aism is of general interest to the 

reading pUblic and Hasek 15 perce1ved by literary cri tics as 
J 

a modern European writer. 23 

, 

f 
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of the same war ~xper1ence wh1cb incited dadalsm in Europe. 
Radko Pytl!k goes even further, cla1m1ng that Hasek' s tem­
perament and bis revoIt against literary and behav10ural 
conventions were precur$ory of Tzara's dadaism. He concludes 
that Hasek was underestlmated before the Flrst World War 
because he was ahead of his time, "and society was not yet 
ready to accept him (Pytl{k, Toulayé bouse, p. 236; Frynta, 
Haiek), p. 14. 
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CHAPTER l 

THE LITERARY PRANKSTER' 
( 

Hasek's first stories and his later short travel 

stories (poy!dky • ~) were aIl based on his encounters 

while wandering across the Slovak (then Hungarian) country-

s1de or other foreign parts of central and southern Europe 

durlng the years 1901-1905. His early s:ories were aIl apo­

l1tical and written 1n the style of a traditional Czech 

realistic village story. Ha~ek's interest in the ordinary 

country folk was a typlcal characteristic of that pre-war 

generation which sought, in the peasantry, a relief from 

bourgeois conventions. Hasek and his contemporarles admired 

Re1nkultur of Slovak1a and urged a "return to nature. ft 

Hasek's approach to country folk differed in s1gnifi­

cant ways from that of his colleagues. Hasek neither 

indulged in exotic descriptions of the countryside nor 

searched for ethnographic peculiarities to be stud1ed, as 

was fashionable at the turn of the century. He was 

impressed by the way the country folk looked at life, 

part1cularly the1r v1ews and methods of treatlng 1nju~t1ces. 

It W8S these impressions that led, Hasek to unvell a new 

type of rural hero, the folk rogue (lidoyy chytrak), 

whose down-to-earth philosophy and instinct to survive 

was Iater lmmortalized in $ye1k. 2 

31 
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The folk rogue was not a simpleton, rather he was a 

complex character displaying several dimensions. Out of 

32 

Many versions of the rogue created by Hasek, here are three 

characters presented--Gulaj (F1sberman Gylaj), Babém (Bab am' s 

) ..,"" "" . Arcbaeological Efforts , and Jozka Savanu (~ ~ ~ P~D1-

tentiary iD Ilaya--in order to illustrate the varying com-
~ 

plexit1es of Hasek's folk rogue • 
. 

In Fisherman Gulaj (Rybar Gulaj, 1902), the instinctive 

thi nking of the rogue in order to sury ive 15 exempli fied : 

Some of his [Gulaj' s] princ1ples were completely __ 
approved by the village. One of his maxims was that the 
Lord created nature and that only He could decide about 
1 t. Everybody 1s respons1ble for b 15 deeds onl y to God. 
He put this religious PbilosoPhY3

1nto praot1ce when 
poach1ng in his master's forest. 

Gulaj 1s a thief who belps bis fellow v illagers at the 

expense of his master; h1s criminality, his tbieving 15 min­

imized--if not eounterbalanced--by the performance of an aet 

whicb aids the eommunity. 

Qu1 te the contrary can be said about Babam--a harslJ" 

egotistical and ant1-social character from tbe story Bab8m's 

Arcbaeological ~fforts (Babamovy archeolog1cké snaby, 1920) 

who treats everybody with malicious contempt. He steals 
1 

sheep from the local villagers and supplies Profesor Falva, 

an archaeologist, witb "ancient ceramics" bought from the 

village store. His own freedom is however sacrosanct, and 

anyone, such as the hermit, who attempts to impose a limit 

upon Babam meets with violence. 

the violence was fatal: 

In the case of the bermi t, 
r 

/ 
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At that tlme a herm1 t settled dôwn on Negrovec. 
When wandering Babsm came to the hermit's mountain and 
was advlsed by him to abandon his nomadie life, Babsm 
hlt hlm on the head with an ax just a l1ttle bit. When 
he realized that. the hermlt did not survive 1t he buried 
him very Piousl~ and made a big wooden cross over the 
herm1 t' s grave. . 

Hasek does not dwell on Babam' s lack of moral values and 

indlcates that BabBm 1 s criminal1ty was s lmply h 15 gi v lng 

into temptation, impulse, and greed. 

Another story which shows Hasek's interest in the 

'" criminal mind is .f..r..Q.m ~ Qls1 fenitentiar"i .in Ilaya (Ze stare 

trestnice v !lavé, 1915). .., ." "'. The main character, Jozka Savanu, 

.is a social outcast and highway robber serving term in 

prison for his cr iminal aeti vi ties. Contrary to Babam, Jozka 

emerges as a l1keable individual, capable of reforme The 

extraordinary feature of Jozka' 5 story is the manner in whlch 

Hasek de,picts how life in a penitentiary can be improved by 

cooperation between prison officiaIs and inmates .who, to a 

certa in degree, respect each other and make -the best out of 

thelr situation. By transforming the criminal-murderer 

(Jozka) into a kind old man, Hasek succeeded in bringing his 

story to a meanlngful ending and in the proeess created an 

excellent I1terary piece. The reformed Jozka, stands in 
. ~ 

sharp contrast to Babam, the nihil1st, who lives his I1fe-

style at the expense of others, wl thout regard for others, 

and wi thout conscience. 

11aya is also interest1n~ because of anoth~r char-
~ , v 

acter--the pol1t1eal prisoner Berenyi. As Hasek was familiar 

with thls type of intellectual, due to his association with 
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anarchists, one would expect him to develop aérénYi as a 

posit1ve revolutionary character. However, this is not the 

case because aérényi is ridiculed in the story and described 

as an agitated freedom rlghter whose incessant discussions 
) 

about liberty leave other inmates (aIl sentenced ·for life) 

on the verge of exasperation and whose unbending behaviour 

15 based on 1deologieal prine1ples rar removed from the 

reality of life. 

Neither the three main charae ters above, nor thei r 

stories, are overly concerned with the issue of social injus-

tice. Only Gulaj realizes that nature was created for aIl, 

and by steallng he repossesses what was taken from him. Yet 

this Is a subject which Hasek often discusses in his village 

stories. In the story Aboye ~ Balaton (Nad jezerem 

blatenskym, '952)5 Hasek sympathlzes again with the rebel-

criminal, ln this case a gypsy, Burga, who was round shot to 

death on the property of e rich landownet, BoIl. Bo11 faces 

an inquiry about the incident, but the situation for him 

rapiqly improves once the judge Béla tastes wine from B011's 

viney~rds. As a connoisseur, the judge ean appreciate the 
, 

excellt!Jlt qual1ty of the drink; and when he learns that the 

theft o~ oldest and best wine caused the death of the . '\ . 
g~sy, fte.-~rees completely wi th the punitl ve action or 

~'J' ;;c BoIl, thus closing the 1nquiry as an accident. _ 

In this story of poignant social cri ic sm Hasek does 

not question that the gypsy was a thlef (criminal )--th1s was 

a fact of 11re: but the solution of having a rlch man 
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punish the poor one by taking away his life and not suffer 

any consequences i5 remarkably depicted. 

AlI the characters (Gulaj, Jozka, Babam, Burga), and 

the stories from which they are taken t r~veal the diversi ty 
Q .., 

of Hasek' s wri ting, as weIl as his int~rest in the country 
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people whom he depicts realistically. Hasek 's folk rogue 1,5 

amuI ti faceted char acter , not always presen ted ln a posi ti ve 

light, but possessed of var10us virtues and evils whlch 

reflect the society from wh1ch they spring. Hasek discovered 

and developed th15 particular hero: a type which, in the 

view of the Czech Harxist scholar Radko Pytl!k, the school 

of Czech realiptlc 11 terature overlooked. 6 Although Pytl{k' s 

polnt 15 val id, there ls an explanatlon why the Czech realist 

writers dld not notice the folk rogue. The majority of 

Hasek' 5 travel stories. are located in Slovakia, Hungary, or 

the Balkan countries, where trad i tionally the r1ch land-

owner! and the poor peasants represented the extremes of the 

social system, very different from the one-class bourgeois 

society of the Czech lands. The Czech realists can be 

critlclzed for not notic1ng the rogue among the Czech 

peasantry, but i t \is understandable that the character wi th 

C\1'"iminal inclinations wa! not to be "typifled" by them as 

representative of the Czech peasant. Only when Hasek trans-

posed the rogue into a bourgeois city dweller call~d Svejk 

could the Czech pUblic Identlfy with the character, which 

became' very popular. Hasek hlmself wrote a del1ghtful story , 

about his maternal grandfather Jares,. 1n Stpries !J::.Qm ~ 
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Waterbal1iff':I Watchtower II RaZlee (His torky z raZické 
, 

basty, 1908), whom he presents as a reliabl'e, kind, consci­

entious, and uneorruptible member of the community, affirming 

the notion of the realistic wr1ters of the period that the 

Czeeh peasant 15 a cornerstone of the Czech nation. 

However, from the Marxist point or view, the folk rogue 

18 presented as a hero who helps "to regenerate human dig-

nit y" and raise "the oP'Pressed self-consciousness of the human 

masses."7 This assumption May be vaUd in the case of Gulaj 

but i5 not correct in the case of Babam, whose actions (bur­

glary, robbery, brigandage, and murder) are just1fied as 
} 

indi vidual rebelllon against "the powerful. n8 The immor-

al1ty of the murder and Babam' s exploitation of the vil1ag­

ers (who actually represent 'the masses) as weIl as F.Üva 

(who was a member of the oourgeo1s class and thus should be 

the exploiter) are overlooked. There Is no exploration into 
, 

Babam' s lack of moral values or into unhappiness infl icted 

upon the society by his deeds. Ha~ek' s clues that Baba'm' s 

cr1minal1ty was not a result of the society 1n wh1ch he 

l1ved, but a produet of human nature g1vl~g into temptation 

and greed, are not cons 1dered by the Marx ist seholars. 

For ideologieal reasons, crities differ in their 

opinions on 11aya. Because SérénYi and his revolutionary 

message about fr~edom are spt1rized ~6ry, !laya 18 
, ,~ 

judged from the Marxist 201nt of v1ew as a llterary piece 

wh1eh "contain! strong and weak points of Hasek' s opinions 

before the war and before his ideolog1eal matur1ng 1n the 

• 
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Red Army."9 However, the AdPerican scholar of Czech descent 

and an ~thor1ty on Czeçh l1terature Mpada Souckova acclaims 
, 

the story for its literary value and observes that "if there 

had been a contest for the best short story of the year 1915, 

Hasek' s 'Ze -~taré trestn ice v Ilave' would have been the 

winner. 1110 

Although Hasek's class-consclousness ls non-existent, 

he never slded "Wi th the wealthy nor governing classes in his 

short travèl stories. 
• 1 • 

Aboye .l&lœ Balaton is a 1 i terary -

piece created by a socially comm1tted writer. Most critics 

agree on the importance of the story, but Milada Souckova 

~ go es even further when she compares the moderni ty in Hasek' s 
• 

treatment of social injustice to ·the writing of Albert 

Camu!k'" 

From i ts very beginnlngs, Hasek' s folk rogue was a 
v ~ 

rebel-crlminal, and~-,he reqJalned 50 1 ater when Hasek trans-

pOBed him in to the city, which became Hasek' s ma in sou rce 

of inspiration. After his wacdering experiences Hasek 
(} 

became :i:nterested in anarchism, the working class, and the 

urban poor. 
" 

At this point, Hasek rebelled not only against the 

real1stic tradition of llis previous wo.rk but also against 

the. modern trends of the period. He developed a "barb aric" 

", "" style which; in its primitlveness, reflected Has~k's;asso-
'0 

ciatlon with the non-l1terary br-anch of the _anarchlst move-

ment. His anti-li terary stance (nel ~tera'rnost) was and is 

v iewed as a -revol t agalns t the "off.ic ia1" 1 i terature and !ts 
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aesthet le values. 12 Neumann, Tésnohlldek, and 0 ther 

adherents o t', sophi5ticated literary anarchism were critieal 

'1' of H~sek's work, particu1arly his crude style.'3 Hasek 

< 

t'urthe r annoyed soc lall y conse ious wr i ters by hi s censo r lous 

~ude towards the so-called "social" literature Cintended 
) 

for tt'le enllghtenment of the working masse5) published by the 

social demoerat"1c newspapers. It has to be polnted out that 

many members of the Czeeh intelligentsia ~ere devoted to the 

proletar ian cause and we re ser 10usly engaged in i t. Bu t 

Hasek accused this literary grou'f! of lacklng revolutionary 

goals and being overburdened by ~entimentallty. 

Yet, closer investigation of his own articles of this 

period reveals the very same ~~flciencies which he cri ti-_, 

ciZ'!ed in others. A typieai example c~n' be found in Qyr liouse 

(Nas dûm, '904) whe rein the narrator and the exponent 0 f the 

social message, LojZ{k, a little boy, makes comments which 
1 6 

arouse sentimental emotions towards the pro 1etar i a t. How-
\1 

ev-er, "the message 1.5 marred by his propagandistic exclamation 

about i ntimld ating the r 1 ch when he reaches aduXhood: 

Now l can scare the sparrows--damn i t al11 When l 
grow up, you better be11eve me that l will ~care peoplel 
And al1ve 1 When l look at cough1ng mammy, and a11 of 
us--it seems to me that the old mason t'rom tl=1e att).-c was 
rlght. And why shou1d people be afrald of such ~ggars 
l1ke us." if they did not have bad consc iences? And 50 

l f'eel like d~4ng more than Just scarlng them, but well,. 
we shall see 1 (" 

r 

'The story 1s as sentimental as the lacrymose social prose of 

that period, and the ending 15 na1ve because the revolution, 

as a rule, do es not necessarily bring about a qtilck social 
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improvement. By the time Lojz{k becomes an adult, social 
. q~ 

changes can be introduced by parl,iamentary process' (as was 

the actual case). If the lawf'ul way was too slow for Hasek 

the anarchist, his own suggesti'~n does not prove to be the 

Most expeditious, 'either. 

It is precisely for the revolutionary hint that Hasek 

is praised by the Soviet critic Elansldj, who considers 

Hasek' s idea original in Czech literature. 15 Nevertheless, 

Hasek was unable to combine 11 terary quali ty wi th the ideo-

logieal demands of' anarch1sm, because his literary contri-. . 
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butions of this perlod are ju~ged far below his short travel 

stories. 16 It is also interest1ng to note that there are 
r 

not many stories of' Hasek which deal directly wi th the work-

i~g el as:!, ex cept the ones pub l i shed during his an arch i s t 
r 

peri~ds (1904, 1906-1907), and the revoiutionary hint about 
~ 

f 1 ~ LOjZlk 's futu re seems to represent the aeme of Hasek' 5 revo-

lutionary ideas bef'orle the war. Hasek' s li terary ar)archism 

was of' short durat10n and he did not create a lasting prole-

tarian character nor did he develop a revolutionary hero 

s1mllar to his folk rogue. 

However, Hasek's 1ntere~t 1n the urban poor and the 

lumpen-proletar1ât proved to be durable. He was particu­

larly keen on explor1ng .their criminal eha~acter analogously 

w1th his poy1dky .~. With no Ideological sCf"uple in 

this regard, Hasek was capable of be\tng detached and creating 

• either a story in wh1ch he 8ides with the poor (especially 

crimlnals) or a story in which he subjects them to ridicule. 

\) 
-- - - - - ----_ ........ ~-----------



" In Ib& Expedition QI Se1ba ~ Thier (Vyprava zlodeje 

SejbY, 1913) the hero-cr lminal wai ts in a bu ild ing in order 

to steal whatever he can from the attic during the night. 

His exped1tion ends up badly because he 1s unexpectedly 

attacked and beaten by two angry w1ves, waitlng for their 

drunken husbands (both were court officiaIs whom Sejba knew 

only too weIl from his trial). Sejba hurriedly leaves, 

happy to be free, although his shoes and "instruments" were 

taken from hlm during the unpleasant encounter. Thus he 1s 

now t'gorer than he was before. 

In this story Hasek once again does not question the 

morali ty 0 f a cr iminal aet. Sejba 1s portrayed as a luck-

less, comic thief who 15 considered a criminal in the eyes 

lta 

of the law, but ln essence he behaves as a hard-working man-­
"" 

first he drinks hls bÇ)ttle of rum, then he turns to a prayer 

hoping to do a good job 50 he can pay the bills from his 

profit. 

Money and the poor are also the main idea of Idyll 
.., .." "".., ..." 

fr.Qm ..tl:u:. Almshoyse in Zlzkoy (Idyla z ehudobince na Z1zkove, 

1913). In this story Hasek describes the greed of a group 
o 

of poor women. During the administra't:ion of extreme unction, 

Father Toman gave money to grandmother Pintova, who splùrged 

the money on good food and hard liquor and consequently 

o 
improved her health. Thereupon, other women, in hope of 

receiving a siml1ar sum, claim they are dying. Eventually, 

the s~tuatlon gets out of hand and the c1ty council decrees: 

At the Insistence of the chaplalns it has decreed that 

j 
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the old women should be prohlbited Crom dy1ng on their 
own 1n 1 tlat 1 ve. It has further laid down that extreme 
unct10h will in future always be adm1nlstered ln the 
almshouse once a month, and to aIl of them at one go. 
As a re~~lt the grandmothers' taklngs are now extremely 

.c meagre. 

Th'e old women are not depicted klndly; they bicker over 

whose turn 1t is to die first. And Hasek closes the story 
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in a manner typi cal of his wr 1 tings (death, lunacy, suieid e) : 

"Mrs Vankova hanged herself. a _ fortnlght ago, because the 
.., ., 

lllustrious town councll of Zizkov would not glve her per-

mission to die. n18 

These two stories show Hasek as a writer who has 

little sympathy f"or his characters from an ideological point 

of view. His primary concern was a good story, and in order 

to achieve this goal he was capable of: satirizing the poor 

and the criminals as weIl as ridiculing the rich. 

It can be coneluded that Hasek was Interested in the 

working clas5, but his interest was temporary. He rebelled 

aga1nst the establlshed relations between workers and the 

intelligentsia and considered the program of socially con-

seious wr1ters ineffective. let his own revolutionary mes-

sage was Inadequate and his writings about the working 

class lacked conslstency. Although the Harx1st scholars put 
/ 

great emphasis on Hasek' s p~letar ian wr i tings, it 1s to be 

noted that he published about fifty articles in the anar-

chlst newspapers, whlch 15 a dlsproportlonately small number 

con8idering Hasek's literary output of twelve hundred 

stor1es dur1ng his llf"etlme. It i8 true that Hasek pub-

l 



Iished in other newspapers (~ HQuse appeared for instance 

in Narodn! l1sty), but a higher number of proletarian writ-

1ngs do es not alter radically the over-all picture: Hasek 

dld not become a champion of the worklng class and he never 

developed a proletarian character. 
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Elanskij notices the absence of the proletarian themes 

in Hasek's work and offers thls explanation: 

Yet the main subjects of Hasekts satirical portrayal 
were not the positive forces of contemporary society-­
the proletariat and 1ts allies--but the conse,~ative, 
reactionary pillars of the capitalist system. 

While it is true that Hasek did satirize the "pillars" of 

the capitalist system (bourgeoisie, aristocracy, church), it 

is also valid that he satir1zed those who sympathlzed with 

the working class--the Czech intelligentsia and the urban 

poor. 

There are several possible explanations why Hasek did , 
not satirize workers. First, Hasek was an anarchist, an 

anti-authoritarian, and because the proletariat was not ln 

power, he was not threatened by th1s class and had no need 

for satirizing it. Secondly, although he often pubI1shed in 

journals for the workers, they did not pass judgement on his 

writings as the intellectuals did. Thirdly, Hasek's upbr1ng­

ing was thoroughly bourgeois and the proletarian milieu was 

not really congeniai to his nature; otherwise his sojourn 

among the miner! in northern Bohemia would have lasted 

longer than four weeks. His interest in the proletariat was 

only temporary and his g1ft 85 a literary artist lay in 
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depicting underwor1d criminals, bohemian Prague, the bour­

geosie, and the establishment. He was far better equipped 

to create staries about social groups other than the pro­

letariat. Thus, it seems more probable that the absence of 

proletarian themes in his writings is due ta his Iack of 

inspiration, which otherwise was abundant where other clas­

ses were concerned. 

• 

If Hasek proved ta be incapable of satirizing the 

work1ng class successfully, the opposite 1s true about the 

Czech and German Middle class wh1ch was a primary target of 

his social satire. Hasek was pitiless in his critieism of 

the bourgeoisie which, at the turn of the century, consisted 

mainly of officiaIs, teachers, shopkeepers. small business­

men, politicians, and artists. He laughed at their way of 

life, their values, 1deals, and aspirations and accused them 

of hypocrisy. As an anarchist he propagated the usefulness 

of 11terature and ~ts accessibility to the masses. Hence, 

his rejection of the epigons of fin-de-siècle literary trends 

and his rebel110n agalnst the incom~rehensible phraseology 

of modern poetry. He ridiculed his literary contemporaries 

in About Poets (0 basnlc !ch, 1907) because they wrote sad 

poems about human existence while they themselves enJoyed aIl 

the available pleasures of lire. To him, modern poetry was 

artificial and the modern poets were hypocrites. 

Hasek a1so ridiculed the intelligentsia in general and 

teachers or professionals ln partlcular. For the sharp 

satire contai~ed in IhA Commercial Academy (Obchodn! 

", 

.--- --- --------------------
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akademie, 1909), Haiek faced a libel suit which forced him 

to retract hls statements and publicly apologize to the direc­

tor of the school, Rezabek. In the story, the d irector' s 

name Is Jerabek and Hasek mock5 his sense of self-importance: 

Although he knows he 15 a government counsellor and 
understands the full signlficance of thls tl tle, yet 
none the less he condescend:$ occasionally ta talk even 
to the junior teachers. Of course he shouts at them 
from tlme to tlme, but agaln there's nothing wrong ln 
that, beeause he is rector, government counsellor etc. 
etc. • •• He obtalned the ti tle for hls mer 1 ts, his 
pedagogieal and literary activlty and hls knowledge of 
twel ve languages. But because twel ve languages is a 
large number, 1 t occas ionally happens that he forg~~s 
that there is a certain language he does not know. 

Slmilarly, Hasek rldiculed scholars, especlally those 

German experts whose knowledge was used to further German 

nationalisme In ~ 1h: limes ~ ~ Census (Z doby sé!tan! 

lid~, 1911) Hasek ~ep i cted one of the worst problems of that 

period--illegal pressure on the Czeeh population ln the 50-

called "mixed" regtons, where Czechs and Germans lived slde 

by side but became bitter enemles during the elect10n year 

as the Germans tr1ed to hold on to power. In order to . ~ 
"' retain their majorlty, the Ge~mans used 1llegal means to 

obta1n the votes. In the story Hradcansky' s cla1m of Czech 

nationality led him to a court appearance, where~n professor 

Habensdorfer, an expert on linguistlcs, explains that 

Hradéansky 115 of German origin because h1s name 1s really 

der1ved from an old German word Gradschin. On the basls of 

professor Habensdorfer's testimony, "the German regenade" 

Hradéansky 1s sentenced to three weeks of Imprisonment for 

deception of the court, although to every Czech it is clear 
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that his name was derlved from HradCany (Prague Castle). 

Along with rldiculln~ German nationalism, Hasek a~so 

rejected the exaggerated national feeling of his compatriots, 

the prlde of Czechs ln thelr hlstory. In the story ~, 

Traitor 1Q ~ Fatherland ât Chotebot (Zradce nsroda v . 
Chotebori, 1912), he narrated an incident whlch had happened 

to a participant at a mass-meeting, whom everybody avoided 

because: 

~he man betrayed the whole Czech nation and his name Is 
Jan Pavl!cek, farmer from Sviny. The hlstory of his 
betrayal is captivating and 15 dated from the time when 
the revived Czech nation organlzed great demonstrat~~ns 
and those mass-meetings in the year of sixty-eight. 

Jan Pavl!cek joins the procession of carriages but, due tO 

his indulgence ln good food and excessive beer drlnklng, ls 

forced to find qUickly a convenlent place to relleve himself. 

When he finds a big tree, he fails to notice a sign which 

ought to remind any good Czeeh of his extraordinary past: 
~ ~ v 

"Under this oak Zizka rested on the march to Pribyslav. n 

T~us Pavl!ëek betrayed the Czech natlgn--to soil such a ven­

erated place is inexcusable if one respects properly the 

Hussite tradition. 

Hasek, who despised the false admiration of historieal 
Î 
tradition, was also lrritated by the hypocritical behaviour 

of contemporary society. As Vostokova observes: 

• • • Hasek the humorist displayed an extraordinary 
ingenuity: the skill of uSing everyday themes in order 
to criticize sharply the Middle class. The stories give 

-a true sa~irical group portrayal of Prague and the pro­
vincial bourgeoisie wlth its low Interests, shallow 
greedy ~~lculatlons, cheap vanity, and banal philistine 
wisdom. 



Hyp,oer1sy prevalent in the society of Austria-Hungary pro­

vided Hasek with an inextinguishlble source of inspiration, 

and the Czech (and German) Middle class never disappointed 

him in this respect. He based his humorous stories 

(hymoresk:x) on this vice, knowlng that· they would be a 
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suceess. To disparage the bourgeois morallty was a prlorlty 

for hlm as a satirlst and as a rebelllng member of that par-

ticu1ar c1ass. In the story ~ Consecration 2f ~ [lag QI 

~ Cathollc ~ (Svecenl praporu katolického spolku, 1910) 

Hasek mocks the double standard of t~e contemporary morallty: 

The privilege of embroidering the flag led to disputes 
between the maldens of the club. Only an innocent mai­
den is allowed to do embroldery, but because at the age 
when the girls are still innocent they have not yet 
learned how to embroider, there was great argument. 
Finally It was decided that the work should be done by 
the sisters FrYbert, and they embroidered the flag hon­
ourably, although evil tongues alleged that the younger 
sister h~~ to hurry a great deal to have the flag ready 
in time. 

In addition to presenting morality as one of his favorite 

themes, Hasek also attacked further ln the story an impor-

tant group of Austro-Hungarian society--the church. 

HaBek's an ti-establishment satire cons1sts of articles 

ridiculing the army, the administration, and the secret 

police, but the Catholic Church was the institution Most 

frequently and fiercely attacked by him. However, anti­

clericalism was not a trend which originatéd wlth the anar-

chists. It exlsted throughout the nineteenth century in 

the Czech lands and was supported especially by the ln tel-

ligentsla, because the higher clerlc,al hlerarchy was con-
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sldered by the Czechs as an antl-Czech, pr-o-dynastic force, 

faithful to the monarchy.24 The church supervised the edu-

cational system and exerclzed great influence on governmen-

tal and public affalrs, which consequently alienated the 

Czechs. This estrangement worsened with t1me--whl1e the 
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older generat10n wa! antl-clerlcal but religious (as was for 

instance Tomas G. ~asaryk), the pre-war generation of Hasek 

openly professed atheism and considered the church as the 

most reactionary part of the Habsburg establishment. 

Thus Hasek's rebeillon agalnst the church was an atti-

tude shared by man y of his literary contemporaries. He felt 

free to crit1cize and mock Catholic dogma, church-goers, 

mlss10naries (who frequently end up by being eaten by smart 

cannibals), priests (usually dep1cted as hard-dr1~k1ng, fat, 
[ 

lazy and lustful individuals), and catechists (always mean 

and sp1teful men, bel1ev1ng 1n harsh corporal punlshment). 

Being a nihilist and an anarchlst, Hasek attacked the 

church from th1s position, keenly observing the discrepan­

cies between proclaimed religious Ideals and reartty. ,'In 

the story A1 ~ Dlyinity Lesson (V hodine nabozenstv!, 

191ij) Hasek depicts how pupils in school were punished for 

not knowing the catechism: 

The only thlng that the chlldren of Koroupov knew about 
religion was that dear God in his unending goodness 
created the birch. And after the birch the catechlst 
Horddek. Both these thlngs were complementary. • •• ~ 
The chl1dren soon dlscovered that rellgious ideas were 
to be found not in the catechism ~~t ln that part of 
their breeches which they sat on. 

Hasek aiways descrlbed the catechists ln the same vein. 
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Simllarly, the stories about the priests and the monks are 

very repetitlous, thematically speaklng. It seems that even 

though Hasek was justlfled ln crlticlzing the church, his 

views have to be regarded as one-sided and his criticism 

cannot be generalized because he never attempted to pene-

trate the philosophy of Christianity or its spiritual aspect 

in a serious way.26 

Besldes wrltlng Many hlghly exaggerated stories about 
.., 

the church, Hasek succeeded ln unvelling a true-to-life 

clerical character: that of an army chaplain, which he·would 

later develop and Immortalize ln his novel. ~efore the war, 

the army chaplain character appeared in the first cycle of 

short stories about Svejk, whlch was published ln 1911. In 

one of the stories, Ib& ~ Soldier Svejk Proyides ~ fQr 

~ ~ (Dobry v0jak Svejk obstarava mesn! v!no), Hasek 

notlced the lrony ln the vocation of the army chaplaln who, 
l' 

represents simulbaneously Christ's paciflst teachings an~ 

army discipline: 

The army vicar apostolic, Koloman Belopotzky, bishop 
of Trical, appointed Augustin Klelnschrodt chaplaln of 
the garrison ln Trient. There is a great difference 
between an ordlnary cleric, that ls. to ,say a ci villan 
priest, and an army chaplaln. The latter perfectly com­
bines religion with 50ldiering 50 that two utterly dis­
tinct castes are compounded together in him and the 
difference between the two types of clergy is as great as 
that between a lieutenant of the dragoons who instructs 
at a mi21tary rldlng academy and the owner of a rlding 
school. 7 

If Hasek wa5 crltica1 of the representatlves of the church, 

his contempt for the army chaplain was doubled, because he 

represented yet another lnstttution of the monarchy--the , 
'\ .. 

J 
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imper 1 al army. 

The antl-mllitary wrltings of Hasek are considered pro­

vocative and courageous (cons1dering the governmental cen­

sorship), but nelther extraord1nary nor revoltltionary by the 

standards of Hasek's eontemporaries. Anti-militarism was a 

commen feeling among the Czechs and deeply troubled the 

government ln Vienna. Even the legally recognized political 
..... 
parties (anarchists, were viewed as an Illegal movement) pur-

sued an anti-military policy because of their sympathies for 

Southern Slav s" and detesta tion for the- impe r 1al army (pat­

terned a,fter the Prussian army, this Austrlan institution 

retained the officlal German language and was contemptuous 

of Slav soldiers). The government, however, immediately 

subdued any form of dlscontent, as in the case of the infam-

ous anti-mll1tarlst trials of young members of the National 

Socialist Party 1 at the time of the annexation of Bosnia and 

Herzegovina ln 1908 and the Balkan war of 1912. 

In the atmosphere of the trials, Hasek published his 

antJ-m1litary writlngs, but because of censorship he had to 

be circumspect when satlrizing the army. The pre-war Czech 

anti-m1l1tary llter~ture depicted sold1ers who suffered under 

army d1scipline and milltary drills, were abused by the1r 

superlors and mlssed their personal freedom. 28 However, 

Svejk was a d1fferent character 'from the very beg1nning. He 

went into the army "w1th a happy heart" and by following 

orders~~f the military succeeded ln completely upsetting the 

army machinery. When his super10rs can no longer cope with 
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him they decide to get rid of him by "su:erarb~trationn--bY 

releasing him from the army on grounds of stupidity. AlI 

other soldiers are envious of Svejk, but he wants to stay: 
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• • • "1 am going to serve His Imperial Majesty to my 
last brea~h. Here l am and here l stay. When l am a 
soldier, l must serve His Imperial HaJesty and no one 
can chuck me out of the army, not even if the general 
himself came, klcked me in the bac~side and threw me out 
of the barrack~. l should only come back to him and 
say: 1 Humbly report, sir, l want to serve His Imperial 
Majesty to IDY very last breath and l am returning to the 
company. ,"2'i 

, 

~ere Hasek partially parodies the milltary oath, and in a 

slmilarly mocking manner he ridicules in hl~ satire other 

branches of t?e establishment~-the judicial system, the min-
/ 

istries, and 'the secret police. 
.. ' 

In Ql4 MAn JanC8r (Starecek Janéar, 1908) Hasek even 

refers to tne~.untouchable figure 6f the Head of State. ,The 
, , 

story dep.~ th~ pl1ght of an old c,rippled beggar, Jancar, 

who tries to '.et hi.JJlAe'l'f into prison becausè he has no place 
/ ta live (except the street) du ring the winter months. Some 

more experienced robbers advise him of an infract~on of the 
. 

law--a violation of the name of His Imperial Majesty--for 

which the authoritles would give no less than a slx-month 

sentence in jail. Thus "Janéar Is weIl taken care of during . 
th~ wlnter--food, lodglngs, and medical care included. 

In a~other article written with macabre humour, ~ ~ 

Excellency, Hll.r. .Y.2Jl BlliDsky. Mlnl'ster 2.I. Finance, Vlenna 

(Jeho Excellenci minlstru flnanc{ ryt. "Bilinskému v,e V!dnl, 

1910), Hasek is eager to "help" to ameliorate the desperate 

financial situation of the moparchy, and at the same time h. 

L 
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parodies administrative jargon to perfection: 

To His Excellency, Herr von Bili~ky, Minister of 
Finance, Vienna. Inspired by patriotic feelings, the 
undersigned respectfully takes the liberty of proposing 
to the most Honourable H:Lnistry of, Finance a draft bfll 
for the introduction of a tax on burials and deaths. 
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The recent exceptional rise in the number of under­
takers' establishments has inspired me wit~ the idea of a 
means for improvlng the national finances by instituting 
a State monopolization QL death. Since people. contin­
ua11y die, the State would be thus assured of a per­
manent annual revenue, which in tlmes of epide.mics or 
war might regi~~er a gratifying increase according t·o 
circumstances. j 

. 

Thi'~ particular feuilleton helps 'the fînanc~s of Austria- \ 

Hungary as Svejk helps to run the army. With tpe same dis~ 

respect which he shows for the policy makers in Vienna Hasek 

also treats the secret police. Thanks to his personal ~now· 

o ledge and his writer's imagination, h~ is weIl equipped to 

. create a eategory of eharacters which, later in Svejk, would 

. become the famous Bretschneider. 

In. Persecution Qi ~ P~rty hY Goyernment çlr~les 

(Perzekuce nové strany vladn!ml kruhy, 1937) Hasek describes 

how Mister Markup, a secret agent, was sent to report on the 

activities ~f the Party of Moderate Progress, whose ·members 

were supposedly anarehlsts and therefore non-believers and 

morally base. Markup 15, however, recognized by one of 

Hasek' s frlends and they draw him into their neons.pirational n 

conversatiQn about polities and Czech history. Despite the 

fa et that Markup asks good questions in order to compromise 

the young people 1 they turn the tables on htm by pretend ing 

to be the most loyal subjeets of the monarchy: 

-Mr. Harkup sm1led affably: nDon't ~ou th~k, gen-
• 
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tlemen, that the Emperok Fer-dil'!and was an outstanding 
man? 
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"He certainly was," l &.aid solemnly. "A man who 
in 1620 could stamp on the neck of the hydra of revolt 
was def:Wlitely a most honourable man, especially when 
you consider that he belonged to the noble House 01 
Habsburg." ~ 

"WeIl, but look," sald Mr. Markup, "after all he 
'did have aIl those Czech lords executed in the Old 

Town Square." 
"Perhaps you regret that, sir?" l shouted savagely. 

"Surely it wljls a mild punishment for reb~ls who threw c 

toe King' s Commissioners out of the windOws of the 
Royal Castle, deposed thelr own king, called a for­
eigner to Bohemia and kllled in battles more than 
20,000 of thei r own king' s troops. And you would 
defend such people? Are you a Czech, sir? Are you 
not ashamed of yourself? l am sure that in a moment 
you' 11 start talking about the Hungarian Revolution 
of 1848, praislng Kossuth and saying what a fine chap 
he was. And that's the blackguard who forged bank 
notes and stirred up a11 the Magyars from the puszta 
agalnst the Habsburg dynasty, and, when he should have 
been hanged, ran away--the scoundrell And now you 
calmly come here and begin to defend him, you praise 
the Hungarian Revolution and shout, 'Long làve the 
Revolution t ~" 

"But gentlemen, l assure you l never sa d anything 
of the kind." 

l got up. 
that you did. 

"These gentlemen here ar~2my wi tnesses 
Didn' t he say so, bOYS?" 

The boys--Hasek' s fr i ends-- agree with Hasek, accuse Markup 

of anti-dynastic opinions (treason), and it ls the secret 

agent, unable to defend himself, who 1s led -a-way by the 

police. Hasek here employs the ~wist for which his satiri­

cal wri tings are famous, when the accused char acter gets out 
~ r 

of trouble and his adversary entangles hlmself. 

Hasek' s ant1-establ1shment satire 15 weIl appreciated 

by the critics ln general. However, the Marxist crit1cs 

prefer Hase'k's anti-religious and anti-military writings. 

Elansklj cla1ms that the stories about Svejk are great works 
--. { 

of cr1tical realism, not only of Czech but of world liter-

} 

\ 
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ature. 33 Dn the other hand, in the view of the British 

scho1ar Robert Pynsent, those stories "written 1n a primitiv­

ist style • . . are strai~htforward anti-ml1itary satire. n3~ 
7 

HaS'ek' s pre-war\"'ork a1so inc1udeœ a significant amount 
/ , 

of pol1t1eal satire. Due to his keen sènse of observation, 

talen t for parody, and h is journal i stic b ackgrou nd, he round 

the pd1i tical scene of Austria-Hungary highly inspirational. 

He not only satir i zed Au strian poli c ies and pol i cy makers 

but also concentrated eQually. if not more 50, on Czech 

politics and public figures. His critlcisms of the elec-

toral system, the "beer" poli tics of the Cze.chs, the par-

liamentary blckerings, and political parties were orten 

penetr a ting. 

He r~belled agflinst what was expected from him as a 

political satirist on three accounts: he ridiculed all Czech ' 

poli ti c al represent ation in hi 5 arti cles, often a t taek ing 

people instead of issues; he used real names of public 

figures in fictitious si tuations, which made him net only 

vulnerable to l1bel suits but made more enemies than friends 
) 

among the po1iticallY engaged intelligentsia; and lastly, 

Ha&ek rebelled agai nst the trad i tionally accepted obH'gation 

of a Czech sat';rist ,to take the interest of the Czech nation 

s..erious ly. 
., 

This was not wi thou t consequences f~r Hasek: 

He was dlsappolnted in the anarchists, he disl1ked the 

1nternationalism of the Social Demoerats, he mocked the 

graduaI ist policy of Masaryk' s ReaHst Party, and he despised 

the compromis1ng atti tude of all other poli tical Çarties. 

( 

/ 

j 

J 



Although he was involved with the Social Democratie Party 

and the National Socialist Party, his association with them 
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was not out of conviction but the necess1 ty of having a job, 

.and 1 t did not imply any loyal ty on his p,a.rt. Nevertheless, 

it helped him to observe the party QPparatus~from inside, 

and Hasek used this knowledge with rel1sh in hl~ articles. 

Other parties were not immune to Hasek' s attacks 

either. The Young Czech Party, with its leader Karel Kramar 

(future Prime Hinister of Czechoslovakia), was a frequent 

subject of Hasek l s ac1d feuilletons. In the article 

~ Karel Kramar (1909) Hasek portrays him as an innovative 

politician of so-called "positive politics" on whom the Czech 

nation can safely rely in times of need, because Kramâr 

always leaves for his estates ln Crimea (his wife was a 

Russ i an), wa 1 ting for the tempest to pass o~er. Thus, by 

doing nothing, he helps Czecti" voters. Masaryk' s Reallstic 

Party was subjected to s lmllar ridicule. Because the core 

of the party was composed of serious Czech scho.lars, Hasek 

could not resist poking fun at "the party of philosophers" 

by mocking their assiduous search for answers to contem-

porary problems in which they compile as many sources as 

possible to prove their points of view. According to Ha;ek, 

aIl their "sources" would turn the Sahara desert into a land 

of plenty, as he malnta1ns in the article ~ Realistlc ~ 

Progressiy*: -fart y (Strana realisticka cUi pokrokova, , 910) • , 
That Hasek would criticize the bourgeois parties of 

Kramar or Masaryk ls underst~ndible because of his anarchlst 

l 



sympathies. Yet these sympathies are not evident when he 

attacked the leftist organizations. The Social Democratie 

Party and i ts leader Bohumfr Smeral (future founder of the 
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Communist Part)~ were targets of hls satire, and so were the 

teachlngs of Marx. 

The article .il Haopened Recently (Nedavno se stalo, 

1908) was written in the form of a letter 1n which Deputy 

Kanousek defends himself against a recent attack of the 

press, which accused hlm of uncivilized conduct in parlia­

ment. The manner in which Kanousek justifies his behaviour 

only accentuates the truth that he ls an ignoramus who, 

despite being 111iterate, embarks on a successful polltical 

career simply by following the party's instructions on ho 
p 

to campaign. Three years of primary school makes him a man 

of intelligence by the Social Democratie Party' s standards, 

and he 15 required only to remember that every speech has 

.. 
to contain lies, bad names, insults, and most importantly, 

Harx. Marx's teachings seem to be an insurmountable problem, 

but Kanou~ek turns the corner when he reallzes that he does 

not ha ve to 3tudy Marx, Just talk about hlm. 

Hasek does not show any sympathy for the proletarian 

party, as one wo6ld expect from him. It 13 also ironical 

that he, who rebelled against education, should crlt1clze 

anybody for his lack of 1t. It seems that nlhl1ism and 

politlcal cynlcism were the Most prevalent attitudes 1n his 

politlcal satire, because Ha~ek Just as unmercifully writes 

about the anareh1sts. 



He wrete a biting satire on Karel Pelant, 
"" 

# 

editor of 

the atheist newspaper Volna mySlenka (Free Thought), which 

surpasses the ac id i ty of' any 0 f Hasek' s a rtlcles conee rned 

with the piety of Catholics. Similarly, the youngest par­

ticipant of the Omladlna trial, the anarehist Zlegloser, i3 

ridieuled in lM Beyolutionary Ziegloser (Revolucionar 

Ziegloser, 1924) because he became a proper bourgeois, sel-

ling French cognac. His only revolutionary actlvity ls 

whistling .l..& Marsellaise. 

56 

The articles presented above show Hasek as a polltical 

satirist. who ridiculed aIl political parties and trled to 

discredit them. As a result, he discredited himself and was 

con3idered a man without prineiples. In addition, Many of 

his articles can be called nothing but slashing. In lm 

Çzech Maiden QI. Orleans. M.1.ll ~ (Ceska panna orleanska, 

gleona Susse va, , 925) Hasek d id not concen trate on rld ieul1ng 

any li terary or po litiea 1". issue, but he ma lic ieu sly d is-

paraged a female journal ist' s physlcal appearance, for which 

she was ha rd ly to blame. Desp i te the faet that Hasek was 

able to create a comical story, he was irrespons ible ln his 

lack of self'-censorship. He refused to acknowledge that 

political satire required a great deal of tact and sense of 

proport 10n on the part 0 f' the wr iter. Us i ng the real names 

of living people in fletitlou5 situations, as he dld in thls 

partleular pieee, was dangerous ground for a satirist. 35 

Although satirlsts do not always dlff'erentiate between 11bel 

and satire, there 15 an agreement that "lampooning of indi-
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vlduals for the mal1clous pleasure of the thlng, . • • i; 
detestable. "36 

Hasek did not apply this distinction in practice and 

this ls the reason why his book lli Soclal .êru1 Political 
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History ~ .kM ParU Q! Hoderate Progress within .tM Bounds 

QI ~ ~ (Socialn! a politlcké dejlny strany m{rného 

pokroku v mez!ch zakona, 1964) was not published in his 

lifetlme nor later during the Masaryk Republie. Although in 

the book Hasek lampooned the po11tical ellmate of Prague 

before the war, he iDel ud ed sketches about lead i ng f1gu res 

ln cultural and pol1tlcal life (~ ~--for example), 

among them Many of his frlends or relatives. Hasek's book 

15 cons1dered original, with Many excellent observations 

(the s tory about Hr. Markup is a remarkabl e sati r ica1 p iece) , 

but the problematic issue of I1bel cannat be discarded. If 

Hasek used his privllege as a satlrist to critlcize, then 

society had the right to defend itself against his attacks. 

Hasek' s irresponsibllity and dlsregard 'fo'!'" the feelings of 

othe'rs made it dlfflcu1t for his contemporarles to appre-

cl ate hlm. Ev ldently, Hasek wanted 1 t both ways--as a poli-

tical satirist he used pseudonyms in order to protect him­

self but denied the same rlght to many people who ~ecame the 

characters ln his literary pleces. 

Hasek' s rebellious attitude agalnst the behavioural 

code of his times also included his Iaak of understandlng of 

the role which a polltlcal satlrlst pIayed in Austria ... 

Hungary. As a member of the Czech minorlty, he refused to 

/ r 
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see that his flerce attacks on a11 Czech politlcal repre­

sentatlon pleased the government ln V1enna. In Parrott' s 

view, thls is the reason why Ha~ek was not imprisoned more 

freQuently or harras'sed, as was the most outstanding Czech 

journa11st and satlrist Karel Havl!~ek Borovsky.37 Borovsky, 

who was sent to ex ile, remalned steadfast in his bel1efs 

about what lt meant to be a Czech and a liberal journaliste 

The di fference between the two was that of a moral engage­

ment. Ha~ek, by his indiscr1m1nate 'criticizing, helped 

those he di5liked most--the Hab5burg establishment. 

However, Hasek's pol1tical satire 15 glven special 

prominence by the Marxlst cr1tlcs. Hasek' s use of real 

names i5 justified as a "reali5tic portrayal of the times ll38 

and his irresponsib1l1ty i5 not Questioned. Ha~ek's rejec­

tion of poli tical partles 15 vlewed as a correct one because 

the political program of the parties at that time did not 

follow sc1entlf1c socialism.39 Thus Ha5ek' s poli tical 

immaturity is not even consldered. 

Yet from 'Hasek's record one can assume that if the 

.proper revolutionary organlzation had existed before the 

war, Hasek would not have granted it any Immunity against 

his at tacks. He had no revolutlonary phllosophy of h1s own 

which would have ehanged the system, and his posl tion was ' 

that of total oppos i tian to everything. He rebelled against 

the establ1shed poli tical parties as well as the newly 

organi zed anes. Hi s answer ta the poli tical prablems was ta 

establish the Party of Moderate Progresse It was an excel-



lent farce, but for aIl practical purpose~ impossible to 

apply in real life. 
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To summarize, Hasek has to be judged before the war as 

a rebel, not a revolutionary.40 He sympathized wlth crim­

inals and those powerless against authority. He also sided 

with the rural and urban poor, yet was capable of satirizing 

them Just as effectively. It is easier to conclude that he 

ne ver sympathized wi th the rich. This makes him a socially 

conscious writer, but certainly not a class-conscious one. 

His, class-consciousness i5 debatable because the proletarian 

themes do not figure prominently in his writings. Moreover, 

sorne of Hasek's best stories are the ones where Hasek's 

class-consciousness ls clearly erratic (Ilaya). His por­

trayal of the rural poor in his QOYldkY Z ~ (which are by 

sorne critics considered the cream of Hasek's stories) 15 

more moving than his articles about the proletariat with 

their utopian messages. In his pre-war literary career 

Hasek dld not develop a revolutionary character with a pro­

letarian background. The most original contribution to 

Czech li terature is Hasek' s folk rogue (rebel-criminal). 

Hasek rebelled against aIl authority, secular or reli­

gious. As his initially idealistic anarchism changed 1nto 

nihillst scepticism, he criticlzed aIl existing institutions 

(educat1onal system, church, army, government and its 

branches, aIl politlcal representation) as being useless. 

However, he himself never offered a solution to any contem­

porary problem nor helped to flnd an alternative to change 
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the status quo. His poli tical unrealiablli ty caused him not ! 

to be taken seriously and his perpetuaI oppos1ti<?n dis-

- credi ted him. Because Hasek saw nothing good in society and 

rejected it, one can identify him as a "misanthropie" 

satirist. 41 

Hasek's rebellion against bourgeois conventions i5 

full of contradictions. He rejected the values and princi-

pIes of the class he belonged to (by birth, upbringing, and 

profession), yet remained, in essence, a bourgeois. He 

looked down on education while he himself had finished the 

Commercial Academy and criticized others for the lack of it. 

He ridiculed morality or the lack of it in bourgeois house-

holds, yet his own marital lire was far from exempl ary. His 

attacks on the church were legendary; however, he himself 

had a church wedding and never dlvorced his first wife. 

" Nevertheless, Hasek saw the contradictions ln hlmself, 

the absurdities of the monarchial system and, Most of aIl, 

the hypocrisy of society. He was an intuitive wrlter who , 

never judged the world from an academlc position but recorded 
c, 

how he felt about his milieu. 

Albert Camus, in his book ~ Bebel, examined the 

society of Hasek's time; 

The bourgeoisie succeeded in reigning durlng the entire 
nineteenth century only by referr1ng itself to abstract 
prlnclples. Less worthy than Saint-Just, tt simply made 
use of thls frame of reference as an alibi, whl1e 
employing, on aIl occasions, the opposite values. By 
Its essential corruption and dlsheartening hypocrlsy, it 
helped to d1scredlt, for good and,all, the principles it42 proclaimed. 'Its culpabil1ty 1n th1s regard is Infin 1 t-e. 



This was the bourgeois world wh1ch Hasek sa desp1sed and 

rebelled against, yet 1 t was his traged y that he cou Id not 

li ve wi thout 1 t and was part of 1 t. 43 

c 
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CHAPTER II 

THE CZECH LEGIONARY AND THE RED COMMISSAR 

Hasek' 5 po11t1cal philosophy, changed drastically as 

he wi tnessed the war ~and the revolutionary events in Russla 

between 1915 and 1920. He became a fervent' Czech natlon-

alist--,at flrst supporting the tsarophlle wing of the Czech 

-J cQmmun 1 ty, the Kiev League, and later, after the February 

Revolution, ,he backed the republican program of T. G. Masaryk. 

Throùgh his journalistic ~ork, Hasek _helped to establish the 
\ 1 

Czechoslovak revolutionary army (called the Legion)--a 

vital organization if Czechoslovakia was to come into 

existence. After the October Revolution, he rebelled 

a,gainst the leadershi~ of the Legion and join~d the 

Bolshevil<s. 
. 

While Hasek' s reb~1110n agalnst the Legion was (and 

5till 1s) considered treasonable by Czech nationalists, his 

decision i5 praised .,by Marxist cr1tics. Because the role 

of the Czechoslovak Legion in Soviet· history is perceived 

dlfferently by West European historians and by ~oviet 
o ..,. 

scholars, Ha~ek' s action ls therefore also a source of d is-

pute. Howeve r, desp i te the di ft:erences, aIl crf tics recog-

1 
nize t'hat Hasek's sojourn ln Russia proved to be-an extremely 

, ,~ 

importan t one, beoause Sye 1k (al though, wrl t ten after Ha5e~' 5 
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.. return to Czechoslovakia) was insPited by this ex~erience. 
\ 

How .the events in Russia affected Hasek as a wri ter is fi t-

tingly assessed by Robert Pynsent, who wrote: 

The Russian period, when Hasek attacks others for tha\ 
lack of seriousness which had hitherto been the hall­
mark of his own lire, acted as a catalyst. Ir turned 
the literary prankster, into a major novelist. 

Hasek's transformation from the pre-war bohemian 

nihilist into a serious, dedicated journalist fighting for 

the nat10nalist cause occurred 1n 1916 when Ha3ek joined 

DruZioa, th~ Rusaian Orthodox Chureh, and the tsarophile 

c i r cl e 0 f C z e 'c h set t 1 ers li vin gin K i ev. Des cri b i n g hi s 

f1rst encounter wlth Has~k in Russia, the Czech writer 
, , 

Frantiaek Langer was aurpr1sed to aee the former bohemian 

making patriotic speeches while"reeruiting among the Czech 

prlsoners of war. Langer did not expect a patriotic out­

burst from a person such as Hasek, who despised any form of 

patriotism before the war. 
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Th~ Czech Marxist literary hi~torian Radko Pytl{k com­

pares Hasek of this period to the Czech national revival­

ists of the nineteenth century, because he worked for thé 

national cause ·with enthusiasm. At the same time he cri ti-

cized Hasek for éxaggerated slavophilism, for "suppressing 

his journa1istic instinct, n and for "submission to the poli­

tieal leadership. JI, In his view, Ha;ek' s lack of pre-war 

"analytical scepticism" eaused his propagandistic work to'be , 

full of "pathetical slogans and phrases from ••. the 

arsenal of patriotic pOlitlCS."2 The faet that Hasek asso-
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ciated himself with the pro-tsar1st group of the Czech com-
"'~ 

munit y is expla:Frled by ~o Pytllk and ~roslav Krlzek as a 
~ 

form of compromise on Hasek's part 1n order to accelerate 

the military action against Austria-Hungary. According to 

the two crities, Hasek hated Franz Joseph's rule to such a 

degree that he wanted ta fight against the monarchy as saon 

as possible. Because the establishment of a Czech army 

depended solely on the tsarist government, the only group 
. ( 

which could achiev~ this was the Kiev League, which wa~ on 

good terms w1th the Russian government. For this reason, 

Hasek accepted Russian citizenship and converted to Orthodox 

Chr istian i ty.3 

Hasek's writings, created between the summer of 1916 

and the spring of 1911, clearly indicate his pro-tsarist 

leanings. Ip the article ~ ~ ~ 12,~ Russian Czechs 

(Clm jsme povinn1 ruskym éechûm, September 1916) Hasek , 

explains the prominent role of the Czech settlers in Russia 
;l-

in organizing the Czech voluntary army DruZina, and he 

expresses gratitude.for what they did to alleviate the pre-

dicament of the Czech prisoners of war: 

Those-Czechs who came ta Russia in whole battalions as 
prisoners of war felt helpless when the war broke out. 

We threw away our arms but did nothing else ••.• 
It was the Russian Czechs who had presented ta the 
involuntary emigrants a new vision of tAe polftical 
struggle. • • • . 

•• '. No one can deny that 'the foremost idea of the 
Russian Czechs was to organize armed resistance against 
Austr ia. • •• 1 

• • • Who founded the Czech army? Who informed the 
tsar about our aspirations for independence? Who supported 
financ1ally our movement 1n its beg1nnings? Russian Czechs4 And h1story will record )ustly what we owe to them. 

" 
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Hasek's articles of this period reveal a feeling of 

appreciation for the contributions of others, espec~ally 

those of politicians. This is in contrast to the negatlve 

attitude of his pre-war work. Hasek was not only thankful 

to the slavophile and tsarophile Kiev League for the help 

offered to Czech soldiers but a1so enthusiastic about its 

political aspirations. In the article A Ruler ~ Seats 

Himself Qn Czech Bayonets <Panovnlk, ktery se posad! na 
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.. 
ceské bajonety, November 1916), Hasek makes a statement which 

seems incongruous in the 1ight of his pre-war anarchism: 

We don't want to have a Habsburg on the Czech throne. 
We made the revolution in order to overthrow the Habsburg 
dynasty and calI to the throge a member of the great 
SI av familY- of the Romanovs. ç 

Although it appears incompreh~~sible that Ha;ek would try ta 
VI 

replace one, often satirized, dynasty by another one, this 

view was shared by Many members of the Kiev League. How-

ever, the majority of the prisoners of war opposed the con-

servative poliei~s of the Czech settlers and found the 
" 

Petrograd liberal organization more congenial. This was 
( 

despite the faet that the Russian gov@rnment supported only 

the Kiev League. 

Hasek tried to persuade the former Austrian soldiers 

of Czech na~ionality who were living in the prison camps to 

join !ruZina, but his task was difficult. A typical example 

of Hasek's propagandist efforts 15 ~ Fortunes 2Î ~ HYL1 

(Osudy pana Hurta, July 1916) whereln Hasek chides a prisoner 

of war for refusing to join the new"army. Rather than fight, 

1 
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Hr. Hurt chose to grow fat and remain inactive in the prison 

camp. In his indignation, Hasek refused to acknowledge the 

serious obstacles which the Czech soldiers faced: they were 

asked to fight for the state which did not yet exist; the y 

were considered traitors by the Austrians (and Germans) and 

consequently hanged if caught participating in action 

agalnst the Central Powersj there were reprisaIs against 

their families at home; "moreover, man y 501diers did not 

envisage a lucrative future under the tsar, whom they dis-

trusted and thought undemocratic. The fact that the number 

of volunteers increased noticeably after the February Revo-

~ution proves that the tsarist government was the main 

deterrent, not the indifference of the Czech soldiers ta the 

fate of their nation. ~ ~ 

Hasek himself did not face the ~dilemmas because 

he ha~ joined the tsarophile wing readily and his anti-

Habsburg stand was only intensified when he was charged 

with treason in absentia for insulting the emperor in Ib& , 

Story QI ~ fortrait Qi Franz Joseph l (Povldka 0 obrazu 

c{sare Frantiska Josefa l, July 1916).6 However, there are 

indications that Ha~ek was aware of the problems which the 

prisoners of war encountered. In the story ln 1b& Tracks Qi 

th& Stat~ Police in frague (Po stopach statn! policie v 

Praze, August 1916) he deals with infiltration of secret 

agents among the prisoners of war. This story portrays the 

shady character of a secret police agent, Alexander Masek, 

whom Hasek knew from his anarchist days. At that tlme Masek 

é 



was commissioned ta penetrate the anarchist movement and 

neutralize its activities during the emperor's visit to 

Prague. The story stresses the unbridgeable differences 

between the Crown and the Czech nation: 

It was at the time when the Emperor Franz Joseph l 
was supposed to arrive in Prague in order ta knock on 
the foundation stone of some bridge. When it came to 
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the Czech question, the old monarch specialized exclu­
sively in bridges. He arr1ved, knocked on the stone and 
remarked: nIt ls lnteresting that th1s bridge leads from 
one side ta another," and added: "1 am glad that you are 
Czechs." After such a visit the whole nation was always 
under the impression that this old gentleman was 
selerotic. 7 

Besides his ironie treatment of the emperor's interest in 

the Czech problem, Hasek ridicules Franz Joseph's attempt to 
v v 

speak in Czech by having him m1spronounced the word ~ 

(Czechs) and ~ (glad). Hasek then depicts Masek's acti-
, 

vitles among the anarchists before the war. Although the 

police spread the news that Masek had died, Hasek ends the 

story by e~pIaining that the police agent Masek 1s alive and 

weIl, living in Russia, "interested in the Czech problem," 

that 15, informing on the Czechs to the Austrian authorities. 

The real Masek was indeed sent'to Russia by police, pre­

tending ta be a prisoner of war, but thanks to Hasek's tes-

tlmony his identlty was revealed. He was shot by the 

legionaries for treason in 1918. 

In addition to recurrent themes on the subject of the 

relue tance of Many Czechs ta join the revolutionary army and 

the sharp anti-Habsburg articles, Hasek wrote political com-
. . 

mentaries in which he praised those who were already part of 

j 
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this mllltary force, \In his Letter:s f..r..Q.m ~ Front (Oopisy 

z front y, September and October 1916) he commented proudly 

on the military exploits of the Czech soldiers against 

Austria-Hungary, called them fine lads <nâii ~), compli-
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mented them on thelr know-how and their resourcefulness when 

facing difflcultles, and praised their frlendly attitude 

toward local people. None of his pre-war anti-militarism 

penetrates hls articles nor does he ridicule the army during 

the war. 

Yet one would expect, on the basis of Hasek's pre-war 

work, also ta find articles disparaglng the Orthodox Church, 

but there ls no evldence of.5uch writ~ngs. Hasek rately 

.touched upon the churah, and if he dld, lt was usually the 
,Il 

Catholic Church of the Austro-Hungarlan MonarchY, wlthout 
, 

ever referrlng to slmilar deficiencles in the Russiàn Ortho-

dox Church. Moreover, Hasek dld not dlscuss the role of the 

churc~~even after the February Revolution and did not mind 

.1f the Czech BOldiers converted to Orthodox Christianity, 
~ 

although this was not r~quired any more in arder to join the 

Legion. It seems that Hasek was willing to sacrifice his 

pre-war anti-clerical sentiments in arder to establish a 

Czech army.S 

Although the Mar.xist scholars try to explain Hasek' s 

pro-tsarist stand at that tlme as a means ta further his 

nationalist aims, it can be also a~sumed that his conversion 

ta the Ortho~ox religion was genuine on his part and not 

on1y an aet of opportunism in order to promote the estab-

, 
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lishment of the Czech army. His conversion would better 

explain his association with the slavophile Kiev ~ague and 

his support of it even after the February Revolution. This 

would also clarify why Hasek did not protest agalnst the 

conversion of the Czech prisoners of war and why it took 

Hasek so long to join the democratic forces of the inde-

pendence movement. Finally, this notion would better 

explain why Hasek, if he had converted in good faien, could 

not sat1r1ze whae he believed in. Once he became a Commu-

nist and a member of the Red Army, he and the church were 

again at odds, \hich is an ideal situation for a satirist. 
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The February Revolution terminated Hasek's pro-tsarist 
~ 

period but not his personal preference for the Kiev League. 

Before the arrivaI of Masaryk 1n Russia, he vehemently 

backed the slavophile Deputy Dùrich with his pro-tsarist 

plans. In March of 1917 his articles reveal that he changed \ 

his views and supported Masaryk's republican aspirations and 

his vision of a large Czechoslovak army. The establishment 

of the military organization proved to be a difficult ta~k 

at firs~, because Prime Minister Kerensky was as uncoopera­

tive as th~ government of Niehola~II: he consider~ the 

Czeeh prisoners of war traitors to their emperor anQ their 

government. Kerensky changed his low opinion of the Czech 

s~ldiers when the Russian front began to disintegrate ~h11e 

the Czechs proved their willingn~ss to fight during the July 

offensive of 1917., He then agreed to establish the army on 

a large seale. 

~-- --- --------:----~ 
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Hasek continued to contr1bute to éechoslovan, wr1t1ng 

commentar1es on contemporary subjects such as ~ Force 

(Temna s!la, March 1917) about Rasput1n, or explain1ng the 
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republican a1ms of the Czechs as in ~ ReDublican Program 

in ~ Czech Lands (Republikansky program v Cechaèh, March 

1917). Ha5ek's anarchism 1s also evident in his pro-Masàryk 

periode He was interested in the Russian terrorist movement 

and adm1red its heroes. 

There were serious dis agreements among the m~mbers of 

the~1ndependence movement by the time the Congress of Czechs 

living in Russia was ~onvened. The Czech community 'was by 

now largely composed of former prisoners of war and legion-

aries. The original founders of the organization, the 

settlers, realized that they could not be voted in as they 

had been before the year 1917 and that the Petrograd group 

would represent the Czechs 1n Russia. Polit1cally, the Kiev 

League lost its influence after the February Revolution and 

tQe abdication of Nicholas I~, and officially, after the 

election in May 'of 1917. 

aasek t who was cammitted to a lost cause, wrate several 

articles against the Petrograd organization and one of them, 

1b& Czecb P1CkW1ck ~ (Klub ceskych PickwikÜ, April 1917) 

caused hls release from Cecboslovan. In this literary piece 

Hasek waSt as he had been before the war, a satlrlst whose 

raIe ls to attack and ta ridicule. He wanted ta prove hls 

point that the palitical leaders of the Petrograd group were 

undistinguished amateurs, although samJ of them later became 



representatives Qf the Czechoslovak government. Hasek 

attacked the main leader of the organization, Bohdan Pavlû, 

describing him as "the friend of the well-known German-

Austrian spy Baron von Schelk~ng,n and portrayed Chalupa, 
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the President of the Club of Associates (as the prisoners of 

war organizâtion was known), as a parochial judge who 

behaved like aIl other court officiaIs from a small town who: 

. in the morning pass sentences on paupers and in 
the afternoon immerse themselves in ~heir hobbies. They 
photograph, paint, play-act, go on shoots, drink their 
few glasses of beer a daY"tell their usual stories, but 
remain mere dilettantes aIl their lives. For them, 
everything is Just a game. The only thing they really 
care about is that they should be mentioned in society, 
even if on1y attending a funeral. There was a time when 
their name never carried further than across the boun­
daries of a couple of districts, but now that they have 
no one above them they try to spread it as far as pos­
sible .•• AlI they want is that the bill stickers 
from the C1ub--I mean ~he Czech PiCkWi§k Club--should 
post up their names on their placards. 

This article demonstrates. Hasek's p~e-war at~itude 

toward polltlclans and 15 as sharp as his satire published 
v~ 

before 1914. It shows also his irresponsibility at the time 
) 

when Czechs were required to unite. Moreover, he ti~ed it 

to achieve the most effect from the point of view of causing 

harm because the day of the publication happened to be 

23 April 1917--the election day of the Thlrd Congress of 

Czechs and Slovaks in Russia. Notwithstanding the fact that 

the Kiev League lost and the Petrograd group gained the 

majority of the votes, Hasek directed his satire against the 

Petrograd organization from a position of a conservative 

tsarophile. \ 

, 
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Hasek was not allowed to pub1ish ln the 1egionary press 

for four months and was sent to the front. In spite of all 
~ 

disagreements, hls writings appeared again in Cechosloyan 

after the last offensive fought by the Russian army in July 

'917. Hasek, who later deserted the Legion, was also the 

author of a moving report about the battle of Zborôw 

(Tarnopol), which described the disintegration of the .Russian 

front ~nd the feelings of the Czech soldiers, heroically 

fighting the Germans and Austrlans while the -Russian sol­

diers were running away. Hasek wrote in ~ Letter ~ ~ 

Front éDopis z front y, August '917): 

Will one ever find a psychologist who could explain what 
~ was going on ln the souls of the soldiers of those regi­

ments, who left the trenches, threw away their rifles 
1rito a rye field and went to plunder the rear warehouses 
of clothes, sugar, and tobaeco •.• undisturbed by 
leaving thelr positions in co1umns, not earing at a11 
that their friends were still holding sorne of the posi­
tions, and who, after this exodus, would be surrounded 
by waves of Germans and Austrians; that they stood there 
iike isolated little islands, resistinghthe superior 
numbers ~6 enemies, abandoned by aIl, without hope of 
support. 

Further in ~ Letter, Hasek explained that the crumbling ( 
! 

of the Russian front on July 5 was directly connected with 

the Bolshevik demonstrations in Petrograd and their anti-war 

propaganda. He also blamed the failure of the offensive on 

"the traltors bribed by German gold" by which he meant Lenin 

and his associates, and he referred to the subsequent 

counter-offensive of the Central Powers as "a mutually pre-

pared war plan of the German-Austr1an High Command and 

Lenin's cirele."" 

l 
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In sp1te of the faet that the July offensive of 1917 

was not suecessful in halting the demoralization of the 

Russian army and the fall of the Eastern front, the Czeehs 
'. 

fought weIl, broke into the Austrian positions and captured 

several thousand soldiers. This resulted 1n better under-

standing between Kerensky's government and the Czech leaders, 

The battle of Zbor6wcboosted the morale of th. Czechoslovak 

army, and. in the West the European governments realized the 

seriousness of the commitment of the Czechs to the cause of 

independence and their reliabil1ty when fighting on the 

Allied side. Consequently, the Czeehoslovak Couneil in 

Paris was acknowledged as the official representative organ-
. 

ization of Czechs and Slovaks in exile. Then the volunteer 

army units were turned into regular army units. Hasek 

bltterly opposed thls and it constituted one of the reasons 

for his eventual desertion from the Legion. 

Hasek continued to follow the Legion's pollci~s until 

the end of 1917. He remalned antl-Sov1et because the Brest-

Litovsk negotiations for a separate peace between Russia and 

Germany proved to be disastrous for the Czech troops. The 

Czechs were officially at war witp Germany, yet the Eastern 

front and the Russian army, of which they were part, did not 

existe Moreover, in order to re~~the Western front they 

would have to cross the territorY occupled by Germans and 

Austrians, and they could not r~turn to the Austro-Hungarian 
~ 

Empire as long as it existed for fear of reprisaIs against 

them. Thus, the ooly ava1lable solution seemed to be the 

\ 
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Siberian route. • 

The chaotic times we~e further aggravated by the , 
Social Democratie organization whlch was set apart ~rom 

othe.r Czech groups and 1ed by two radicals, Huna and Hais. 

A1though it was ant1-Bolshevik at first and changed to a 

pro-Soviet organization later, thls association was consis­

.tently anti-legionary. Hasek sharply critieized the atti-

tude of Huna and Hais and their newspaper Svoboda. Since 

J 

they believed in internationalism, they were sceptical about 

the revolutionary plan of the Czechs to overthrow the 

Austrlan goverriment, keeping thus man y potential volunteers, 
o 

who were organized 1n the Social Democratie Party, away frOID 

the Legion. In Ib& Languid Decadence (Slabosska dekadence, 
, 

November 1911) Hasek described the fietitious eharacter Mr. 
; 

Teplicky who wants t~ wait things out and 13 happy that the 

official poliey of the Social D~mocratic Party ls against 

his jolning the Legion because he 015 really a coward: 

And 50 he [Hr. Teplicky] puts his last hopes into 
Svoboda. But 1< assume that SyoboQa did not say 'its last 
ward yet. • • ' -

l hope firmly that o~r cOlleague, comrade Hais, will 
write in SVQboda: "Every organlzed comrade has to join 
the Czech army(ft 

And then Mr. Teplicky will. say: "But you are mis­
t~n, l am not an Organize~2comrade • • • l am not a 
man\at aIl, l am a coward." 

Although Hasek and Huna put as ide thelr dlfferences tempor­

arily ln~February 1918, when the putsch against the leader­

ship o~ the Le~on was attempted, the leftlsts were never to 
~\ 

for.g1ve Hasek his attacks and made his initial Communist , 

career extremely difficult .• 
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In January 191,8 Hasek began ta discuss socialism in -
his writings as he was evidently influence~ by the social 

impa c t of the Oc tober Revolu t ion. In February, when the, Red 

Army was in direct contact with the Legion 'in Kiev, the 

class struggle appears ta be a paramaunt moti~ in his 

article. ~ Prague Castle .a.ru1 tM Look-Qyt Tower Çontinue 

in The ir Çonvers atlQn (Hr.adcany :; roihlednou pokracu j i v 

rozmluve, February 1918): 

••• nFar and wide ioto the countryside J: see vil­
lages and ci ties. From them the red f18gs of revolution 
arise from the misty"screen. The working ,people are J 
marching to creatv 3 a new fathe r land. • . • The su n r ises 
in the East ••• n ' -

.." c" 

The change in Hasek' s termino logy 1s obv ious from the ,~text • .. 
At this point Hasek cornes full circle, now that socialisrn 

> 

emerges again as his credo. It was only a matter of time 

before poli tical events allowed him ta follow his new revo-
, , 

lutionary aspirat ions, and these events were qu fck to come. 
\ 

The Legion was forced to evacuate Kiev in order to escape 

the German army which was advancing.,into the Ukraine. Once 

Masaryk pr .... oclaimed the ~ègion as a part bf 'th, French arrny t 

French military dis~ipl~ne was introduced and the route to 
Cl; 

Vlad i vostok agreed upon. Hasek op.,posed thes,e changes. 

Howeve r, his mati vation to help Russ ia against ~rQJanY d id . , 

not 'spring from s'trong pro-Bolshevik sympathle~ on his psr.t;. 

bit frorn his slavoph1l1sm. 14 Ha~ek . wanted t,he Legion. -e.o. , 

remain in RU5sia to flght tb~ Germans ~n.d 50 did the Cz.eoh 

leftists and the Soviet 8overnmerit. In order to attract a 
~ ~ 

large body of sold1ers, the Czech radical Social Oemocr'ats, 

• 
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now openly propagating Communist principles, used Masaryk's 

name in their propaganda articles, claiming that he was the 

head of the newly-established revolutionary council. Hasek 

wa!! expressing the same sentiments and wrote for ZDrayy (The 

News, February 1918) the "following: 

To AlI Soldiers 1 

The armles of the German and Austrian emperors invaded 
the Ukraine and Russ! a. They are the vanguard of the 
cap 1 tal1sts and imper ial1sts who sent them against the 
politlcal and soclal revolution, agalnst the Russian and 
Czech proletariat. Instead of acting resolutely the 
military commlttee showed despondency •••. But the 
Czechoslovak revolutiona'ry council of workers and 501-
diers was formed with professor Masaryk at the head, 
which ca11-s up aIl Czechs and Slovaks to arms •••• 
!our dut Y , soldiers, is not to lose courage and violate 
discipline. Check your ranks in order that nobody 
spreads false news among you. Arm yourselves with firm 
confidence in 'the Czechoslovak revolutionary c~gncil of 
workers and sold iers led by professor Masaryk. 

Jaroslav KHzek points out that the text shows a turning ~ 

point from Hasek's former national1st view into a correct 

... evaluation of class internationalism. 16 However, Hasek 

demonstrated irresponsibility as a journalist because he 

trled to delude the soldlers about the revolutionary counc1l 

~ and Masaryk' 5 position ln 1 t. It may well be that Hasek waB 

mls1nformed (as were sorne rlght-wlng Social Democrats), 

nevertheless he betrayed the trust of the soldiers who 

enjoyed his articles during the war. 

The transformation from a :former Aust:rian soldler into 

a Czech Communist was now complete, and subsequent pollt1cal 

events proved to Hasek that there was no way baok. He 

arr1ved where one would expect h1m to be from the very 

;..,. " 
l 



l 

81 

beg1nning of the war--the radical left wing.' Hasek wrote 

several pieces during his collaboration wi th the Czech 

left1st newspaper PrÜkopnlk that were related to the poli t­

ical and social changes around him, but he no longer had an 

impact on the course of events. He tried to stop the Legion 

from going to France and publ1shed an article lihI ~ ~ 

Leay1ng fil: France? (Proc se jede do Francie?, March 1918) 

in which he emphasized the importance of helping the Russian 

nation and claimed that the October Revolution would even-

tually effect the liberation of the Czech people. 

In the sarne tone Hasek wrote one of his l ast propa­

gandist articles ls2. Professor Masaryk 1 (Prof. Masarykovil, 

May 1918) in which he again called for the change of course 

needed in order to retain the Legion in Russia. Hasek 

accused the Petrograd Branch of the National Council of 

"petty bourgeois thinking, n because the Czech pôli ticians 

failed to see the importance of the October Revolution and 

tried to separate the Czech national revolution from the 

world revolution. This Hasek considered' to be a grave mis-

"" take and betrayal of the world revolution. In his view i t 

would be a cowardly act for the Legion to leave. Al though 

Hasek evidently embraced the idea of world revolution as a 

Communist, his accusations against Masaryk and Masaryk' s 

pollcles are made from the position of an embittered defend­

ant of the Kiev League. He reproached Masaryk for taking 

over the troops whlle the hard work had been done by the 

Czech settlers in RUBsia from the very beglnn1ng of the war. 
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He minim1zed the pol1tical blunders of Dùrlçh and accused 

the l'ro-Masaryk group of slandering the tsarophlle poli ticlan. 

Moreover, he attacked nthe 1nfamous neutral1tyn as "8 r1d1c­

ulous gesture in ria world stricken by economical, poli ticsl, 

and moral problems. n 

HaSek' 5 bit terness, which permeates the article, is 

understandable as he happened to be on the losing side when 

the fate of the liberatlon movement was being decided. 

However, his feelings are not a good substi tute for the 

pol1tlcal real1ties ànd historieal facts. Hasek refused 

to admit that without Masaryk, there would hardly be a , 

successful revolut ion against the monarchy. As he li ved 

o ly in Russ la dur ing the war, he dld not realize that 
,/ .. 

Cz ~h emigre groups l1ved also 1n Western Europe and the 

d States, helping the revolutionary movement finan­

They would not agree to the establïshment of a 

lovakia under the Romanovs or Russian influence. 

• Horeover, France and England recognized Masaryk' s cause, 

whlle the R~ss1an government refused to organhe a Czech 

army. Because the European governm.ents were more respon-

sive, the National Couneil made the deels10n to transfer 

the fighting force from Russia to France a long time before 

the October Revolution, and thus 1t was not a capricious 

change on Masaryk' s part. In addition, the Legion was 
.. 

supposed, t.o stay in Russia only under one conditiot1--if the 

Eazstern front dld not collapse. Azs i t dld, due to Bolzshevlk 

paelflst polie1e" and the general demoral1zatlon of the, 
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. Russian army 

. Rev~lut{on, 

e~r11er was put into motion. 

The same can be'!iSaid on the sUbJect of neutrali ty, . 

which Masaryk proclaimed a long tl~e.before the Bolshevik 

take-over •. Ironlcally, at first, the presence of former 

Austrian soldiers organized on Russian 50il in order to 

fight the Germans was an embarrassing fact for the Soviet 

government when the Brest-Litovsk negotiations were in pro­

cess. The Soviets agreed to remoye the Legion under the 

condition of disarmament, of which the Czechs approvedj but 

once Trotsky became War Commissar, the originally cooper-

atlve pollcy toward the Legion was changed to a policy of 

heavy harassment. 17 

Hasek had to be aware of some problems, as he appeared 

to be anxious about the fate of the Legion in saMfra, where 

he was sent to work as a Red Army recruiter ln April 1918. 

He was reprimanded by his Communlst colleagues 1n Moscow 

for being too frlendly with the troops and his Communist 

credibility was seriously questioned. When the Legion 

occupled Samara, Hasek vas asked by the Soviet officiaIs 

to negot1ate, but he refused, afraid for his life, and 

later left his Red Army unit which vas moved tovards 

Buzuluk. But Hasèk followed the north-eastern route on 

his ovn. Apparently his desertion from the Red Army was 

not considered a grave mlstake at that time by the Soviet 

authorities. However, onoe the Red Army voluntary system 

.. 
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was subst1tuted by the strict mllitary discipline, the 

attitude toward deserters als~ changed--after August 1918 
-they wef\e shot. 

By now, political associations 'often meant the.dif-

ference between life and death. 
.,. ., 
Hasek was in an unenvlable 

situation: as 'an ex-Austrian deserter he would be hangéd 

If caught by the Germans; as a former Red Army recruiter. 

he was considered a traitor by the Legion, which lssued a 

warrant for his arrest, and he could not return·to Austrla~ 

Hungary for hls active part in the independence movement. 

Yet he survived. wandering t~rough Russia, pret~nding to 

be an idiotie son of a German merchant. 18 There ls 1ittle 
" 

known about Hasek between the summer and winter of 1918; 

only that he became a Soviet official in tbe town of 

Bugulma. 19 , 
R\. , 

Hasek was published for the first time in tfte ' Soviet 

press in January 1919. The clrcumstanç,es' had changed "dras­

tical1y for hlm aS,he had begun to work for the Soviets in 

Siberia. He was needed, because significant numbers of 

unlts ln the Red Army were composed of forei~ners, espe­

c1a11y former German and Hungarlan prisoners of war who 

were now flghtlng as the Internatlona11sts. Once again, 

Hasek's experience as a journalist W8S appreclated. At 
Q 

.this point, Hasek wrote his feuilletons based on political 

and social,changes around him as they were dlrectly r~lated 

to the Civil Var and the consolidation process of Soviet 

power. He attacked enemies of the Soviet regime, espe-
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cla11y the bourgeoisie and the elergy; Invectlvely. denounè­

in8 specu1.ators and provocate,urs of the war years.. In 

.add.ltlon, h~ wrote pollt.ical commenta'ries W~ic.h,' 1n KHzek's, 

\!iew, Hasek composed 'nas a man who profoundly penetrated "~'>'{$ 

, all the problems of contemporary Russ1a ," and as a ... convlnced 

Bolahe'vik wlth a broad poli tical outloo}<. n20 \.. 
- ~ '" 

In the satirlcal artic'le .EJ::.2.m ~. Diary "QI m .l.l..tâ 

• Bourgeois (Iz dnev}llJça ufimskbgo burz~~a f January 1919), 

vritten,(or the Red Army newspaper, HaseK portr~ye~ the 

h1deous stereotype of a well-fed ant~-Sov1et member ~the 
middle,class, who exaggerates the military suceesses of' , 

the White armies and dlstorts the truth 'about th" ~tions 

of the Bolshevlks. That character' SÇ) comment was: . 

l ate a little bit of ham yesterday, and in the 
evening a telegram came that Samara had fa:llen .' • • 
The number of fugitives Is 1ncreasing. They say that 
the Bolshevlks slaughter aIl to a,man • •• , 

One' staff-captain recounted •• :. that the ' 
'Bolshevlks pour boil1nj water over the bourgeois, they 
broU hamburgers made -from the1r w1ves and ch'lldren • 
Th~y undress. ari~tocrats and factory owners, boil 
them in special machines, then they add ,the scrapéd 

'bones of the wives • • '. 2~ order to pr6duce from it 
yalenki fOlr the Red Army., .. 

. . 

Hasek~ s hint about the plece of ham must have hi t the tar-_ 

let because it Inclted hate in the Red soldlers at the time 
~ 

of famine; but his attempt to exaggerate the cruelt1es of 

t~e Civil War to achleve a grotesque effect ls unsuccessful. 

Horrifying experienceS~ such as wars, murders, and tortur~, 

can be retold as tragedy, but satlre Is "impotent" agalnst 

them. 2 Hasek trled to make the horrors of the Civil War 

laugbable by elagleration, but they remained pa1nful none-
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thele,ss. His wrltin&s vêre P!lpul~'l' and kept thé mor.le of" '. 
1 • \ , 

the ,.Red ~rmy soldlers, high, and yet ln this manner Haaek. 

1icensed the destructlven~ss of Soviet f'orces'because any­

thing the sold1er's d1d p,a1ed ln compar1son with- these 

exaggeratlons. 

In contrast ta Hasek r s tsarophlle per1od, his wr1t1ngs. 
, , , 

at thls time overflowed with virulent attacxs agalnst the 

clergy who were, ln his view, the main supporters of the 

~xploiting class and o~'the anti-Soviet f'or&es. One of 

. hi,s more origi~al and' l>nteres,ting articles 13 Christ .AD4 

~ priests (Xrlstos i popy,' March 1919>. publlshed as . 
Ha~k wrote it, althèu~h the editors of ~ ~ d1d not 

agree with Hasek's evaluatlon of.Chrlstianlty as early 
!l 

Communism. Hasek used historièal sources to praye that the 

church was a1way$ on the side of the exploiters and that , 
It mlsused Cqrist's orlginal .teachings about equality in 

order to bralnwash the masses: 

Christianity was not the church, 1t used to be a 
commune of those who belleved in r,evolutionary Ideals 
of' Chrlst-the-man. , 

From Chr1st-the-God and from Chr1stianity, the 
pr1ests created the govérn1ng church. They tried 

" thelr best so -that the revo1utionary te.ndency of the 
Gospel would disappear. 
~ They created the gospel of slavery from the gos~el 

of revolution. They succeeded ln changing Christ-the- l, 

revolut1onary 1nto a poor. humble God, whose revolu­
t10nary message WBS transformed into a legacy of 
passiv1 ty and submissl0,n to the govern1ng classes. 23 

, 

This-article seems to be the mo~t important of Hasek's 

Siberian period because 1t 1s' ent1rely d1Cferent trom aIl 

the written propagandist1c mater1al. Apparently Hasek 

'7 ' 
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.trled to sever his ties w1th the church' compietely and 1:-0 
", 

himself thât his prove to ctioice of the gospel of the t 
revolut10n was a correct one. He env1saged a ~laSSI~SS \\ 

, 
society and equali ty tiC people through the revolut1on, not 

by me ans of religious beUefs. 

Stories ln wh1eh Hasek elaborated up.on the problems 

~pecûlators and provacateurs have noth1ng in common ~i th 
,0 

trad1tlQnal Chr1stlan1ty or with Has~k's pre-war tolerant . . 
att1 tude towards the cr~1nals. In About {tteengrocer . \ , 
B~laku1in. lli ll.t:.a Thier ,( Ob ufimsk5)m razbojnike l~vocnike 

Bulakuline, March 1919) a type of speculator 15 depicted. 

Bu1akulin, a despicable chara~er, robs ordinary ci tizens 

by, selllng food ~nd articles necessary for da11y life for 

astronomie al ~i,ces:. 
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• • • Gteengrocer Bulakulin was espeçially delighted 
when s'omebody asked him if he had any matches. His 
first answer vas the Most uncomforting. 

-Even if you made kind11ng out of-me you would 
not f1nd any matches. It's not worth it to sell them 
because their prlce ls,too hlgh. ~, myself, bought 
them for a hundred and twenty rubles. ft 

But he had hldden two cases of them in his ware­
house from the tlme when a box of matches was one 
kopeck. ' ~ 

"Ir you want, l can glve them ta you," co~~inues 
the bloodsucker, r "one box for t.welve rubles. n 

1 

Even before hi,a executlon for specula.ting, Bulakulin con-

templatea whether he should have'sold sausage for a higher 

priee. Speeulatlng with food and basic necessities was pun­

ished by the deàth penalty during the tlme of the Red 

terror, and Hasek Indlcates that by his behavlour Bulakulin 

on1y confirms the eorrectness of the penalty. 
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Similarly, the ruthlessness of the ~xisting regime, 
~ 

as the social changes were ta.ing place in Slberia, ls 
1 

demonstrated in the article l.!An Iyanoy 1Ç' !l:..wIl!l!.il " 
, . 

~(Ufimskij Ivan Ivanoii~, February 1919). 
, 
Hasek fumes over 

the arrogance of the provocateur~who ~misuses freedom of 

speech" in order to spread lies about the Soviet and White 

armies, thus undermining the Soviet reglme: . 
He comes to the market ~nd talks with merchants, 

looking like a man who ls Interested ln cabbage, , 
flour, Meat, and lard. 
. "WeIll' says he, observing a suckling pig, 
"Bugulma was taken back by the Whites and this is 
the reason'why_leavihg for Simbirsk is forbidden." 

,He know1lthe psychology of the merchants, that 
dark mass of petty bourgeoisie and village ku1aks 
who believe aIl Idiotie rumours, as long as it means 
something unpleasant ~or the Soviets. 

"Glory to you, Sir," says a little old wçman, 
who was listening. and she runs home ln order to 
spread fusther • • • the idiotie ideas of Ivan. 
Ivanovie. 5 

Sinee he was under the impression that capital punishment 

by hanging had been abolished, Hasek recommends shoot!ng 

-these anti-Soviet enemles like Ivan Ivanovi~ iristead: . 
Today you hear that Birsk wa5 taken, tomorrow 

Ster.litamak, and you'donlt know what to do: either 
to laugh at the idiots, or to'take a revolver and 
blow out their bra1ns. . 

The latter, in my opinion, i5 the best way of 
fightlng provacateurs. 

At the tl~e of the French Revolution, they dld 
not use the guillotine but they hanged them. 

Taking lnto consideration that the death penalty 
by hanging was ;,:abolished, l propose to shoot2gn the 
spot aIl provocateurs sueh as Ivan Ivanovic •. 

~ 

'. The story not only shows Hasek' s revolutionary zest and" 

his unrelenting stand against politically errlng individ­

uals but also hia propagandistlc fervour. The rumours of 
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the provocateur were not entirely unfounded because ln 

March 1919 the army of AdmiraI Kolchak occupled Ura tempo­

rarily'. 

The deadly endings, a sure slgn of the violence of 

the Civil War, are not an entirely new element ln Hasek's . , 

work. He often termlnated grotesque stories in' a slmilar 

manner before the war. However"there Is a dlrference 

between the artistes imagination and application ln real 

life. Hasek Is absolutely serious here, although he 13 

known to have avolded'bloody reprisaIs personally 'and, 

accordlng to his Russian wlfe, never shot anyone. 27 Radko 
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. ", 
pytlik refera to an eplsode confirmlng Hasek's humane 

behavlour. Hasek saved the life of a Czech legionary 

Vladimir Brikclus who vas denounced by a Red Army spldier • 

a former leglonary. Brikcius was not only taken out of 

prison but, thank3 to Hasekts interf~rence. also obtalned 

travelling papers and returned to Czechoslovakla without 

. any dlfficultles.28 ~lthOUgh Hasek's behavlour"ls commend­

able, he has to be judged on ,he basis of hls writlngs 

alone. Even if he was not cruel, he demanded the strlct­

est punishments ln his articles, thus supporting the 

cruelties of the reglme. But the BrIkclus case 18 Inter­

estlng for another reason. It reveals more about Hasek, 

the exemplary commissar. He has to be admlred for saving 

a human lire; yet it was the former leglonary. who had 

denounced BrIkclus, who'behaved correctly toward the enemy 

of the revolution, not Hasek. 

\ 
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In addition to the articles about anti-revolut1onary 

class enemles, Ha!ek also published man y political' commen ... 

taries, frequently discusslng the events in Germany, 

Hungary, or Czechoslovak1a. Their style and content demon-, ' 

strate that Hasek viewed the world from the position of à 

eonvlnced BQlsbevik, but they also reveal that Hasek was 
w e1ther mlsinformed or misinform1ng. The articl~ ~ Hill 

Happee ~,~ Czechosloyak Bourgeois Repub11c (eto stanet 
(Itr!' 'Y 

S Cexoslovackoj burzuaznoJ respubllkoj, January 1920), . 
which exemplifies Hasek's view of his Ihome country, shows 

how he perce! ved the events as a hlgh-rank!ng Red Army man. 

He lnformed, his read-ers that Czechoslovakla had betrâyed '\ . 

the revolution because of Masaryk, "a president nominated 

by Fr~nce,n and because of the leaders of the Social 

Democratie Party who were collaboratlng with the bourgeois. ~ 
, 

government, whl1e the demonstrations staged by the prole-

tariat were cruelly repressed. Then he further went on to 

say that the jalls were' full of workers, French and British 

capltalists had completely swallowed up Czech resources, , 

and the workers' productiv1ty had gone down, resultlng in 

an eX&remely aggravated economic situation. At the end, 
~ 

Ha§ek is hopeful about the Communist future of Czechoslo-

vakia: 

Intrigues and, violence of the Imper1alism of the 
AIllee, treason of tne leaders--so-called "soc1al1st" 
mlniaters--all thaJ; gi ves only new !!ourishment for 
spreading the flame. • •• In Plzen. Liberec, and Brno ," 
factories stopped. The sentimental national anthem ~ 
"Where 1s my homeland?- vas exchanged for the 
"Internationale." The Czechoslovak bourgeo1~ Republic 

, " 

" 
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is,o approaéhing 1ts downfall. 'President Masaryk si ta 
on a volcano. " \ 

Soon the bourgeois re'public will be ~vertaken by 
mortal ahock • • • ." And ,w~a't :j,s in storè-. (or the 

. Czechoslovak bourgeois republ1c? It will become a 
Soviet Republic! ~ 

, 
"" • 0 

Hasek W'rote this article about a ~O\lntry he had not seen , 
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1 
for }ears and drew conclusions from second-hand information. 

'On the contrary, Czecho~lovakia. made a fast recovery and . . 
'" 0 producti vlty was kept high, because the' workers t -instead , -

of being in j a11 t ,were working in industries. As for 

President MasarYk, "nom1nated by F,rance," he remained . 
na 1 tting on the volcano" for another fifteen: yeoars, demo-

cratically voted into office by the Czech nation. 

Hasek wrote more articles which show similar factual 
'-~, , 

discrepancies but there are no articles which would demon-
1 

." <1 

strate that Hasek d id not follow the party ~1ne. There are 

no indication~t-hat Ha.sek ever wrote criticâl articles 
~ .. t 

about the Soviet reglme or that he created 11t~rary pleces 0=. 

other than the propagandistic wrltinga. However, .~ne 

source maintalns that Hasek wrote in Irkutsk yet another 
v x .". . 

version of Sye jk. ;:>ye 1l~ in .tU CouDtry 2! Bolsbeyiks (Svejk 

v zemi bo~3ev1kû).30 Wbether the book was critlca1 or not 

• Il> "cannot be determlned because the manuscript was never 

fountl. 

If Hasek was a contr.oversial figure bef'ore the war, 
i<_~ 

the Ruaslan pre-October per10d of his life 1'a even more 

controver·s1al. HaSek cbanged from a negativist rebel into 
t> 

-. . 
a proclàimed Christian with revolutlonary,ldeals. He took 

r· 
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his vocation as a journalist seriously and worked for 

public good. After the Ocotober Revolution, due to his 

Irrepressible subverslveness and a bellef that sociallst 

revolut1on would solve the problems of' mank1nd bette'i' than 

the, Czech local one, he rebelled aga1nst the léadership of 

-the Legion and became a Marxlst revol 

() 

',' 

Ai though the two poli tlcally 00 trad1ctory periods of 

. ~asek' s sojourn ln, Russia are usually 1 examined in order to 
! ' 

demonstrate the ideologieal differences between Hasek-the-

nat1ona11st and Hasek-the-Commun1st, 1n essence they share 

~ Many sim1larit1es. Pytl!kfs view of Hasek's un,critical , ' 
: 0 

( 

. -

( 

stand for the tsarophile League and his submission to its 

pol i tical goals, which -is ment~9ned at ,the beglnning of, 

the chapter, call' be applied", throughout his Red Army career . ... 
as welle As a commissar, Hasek also suppressed his 

journa11stic instinct, uneri tically follçwed the official 

I1ne of the Soviet gove~nment, and his articles overflow 
" 0 

w1th revolutionary party propaganda instead of national~sm. 

-In both instances, Ha$'ek became an engagé journal1st Hn 

add 1 tion to his conver'sion', the greatest contrast to the 

"pre-war bohemian writer), subjugating his artistio talent 
c 

and Indlvidualism in order! to, serve the rul1ng ~arty and 

qlstor~1ng the trut~ for the sake of ideOl:,Og1Cal\ Vl'ct~ries: 
v 

nationa11st in the f1rst oase, and socialist in the second. 

There 15 a tendency in his writings to exaggerate du ring 

the- legionar;J""Jstage, whlle during the Soviet period,- h:l:s 

commentaries are often-,simplY untrue. Yet as a nat10nalist 
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and as a Communist, Hase~ became serlously engaged in both 

tasks. 

However, the two Ideolog1cally contrad ictory periods 
'" 

are examlned by l1terary critics not for their s1ml1ari­

ties but for thelr differences. The Siberian phase of 

Hasek's life 15 highly acclaim.ed by Sovlet critics. S. 

Vostokova ranks Hasek' s sa tire wi th wr i tings of Bedny and 

Mayakovsky and puts emphasls on the fact that Hasek as a 

propagandist never stopped being an artist. 31 On the other 
• 

hand, Soviet scholars downplay the importance of Hasek' s 
. 

natlonalist period and they question his sincerity. 

Vostokova mainta1ns that Hasek' 5 pro-tsarist articles did 

not necessarll y mean that he was a conv inced tsarophlle. 32 
1 

N. P. Elanskij goes further in asserting that Hasek hid his. 

tM2e feelings and tempered his revolutionary sympathiE';#-. 33 . , 

However, if Hasek's sincerity during th15 phase of his life 

15 questioned, by the same token one can doubt Hasek' s 

candour d~ring his Red Army career. 

There are literary critics who do not see Hasek 8S an 

outs'tand Ing arti5t and cons ider hIg:J 11 terary outp1llt of poor 

Qual1 ty. 34 Radko Pytllk also offers more §evere cri ticism 

of Hasek 1 5 work created after the October Revolution. Hasek 

m.~.ve been an indispensable organizer and devoted jour­

nallst, but he falled as a litera'ry artist. He could chan­

nel his artistic inspiration only into one direction--either 

to aid t.he revolut10n by wri ting propagandistic articles 

or to concentrate fully on his creative wr1ting; and evi-

\ 

L 



dently, Hasek followed the f'-4.rst alternative. 35 
. , 

The arti-

cles' presented here do support pytlik t 5 conclusion. It 

seems that Hasek, as in his anarchist phase, was unable to 

combine literary quality w1th a political message. Hore-

over, he d id not create a specifie revolut1onary character 

despite the fact that he himself exper1enced two revolu-

t10nary stages while in Russia. 

Interestingly, it 15 not Hasek'5 Red Army career 

which represents the greates t change in his life. The 

change into a Harxist revolutionary was not as radical 

as his change from a pre-war rebel into a nat10na11st with 

Christian beliefs. Although the October Revolution had an 

enormous impact on the world, i t is to he emphasized that 

the Czech liberation movement culminated also in a social 

revolut10n and was Just as important to the Czechs and 

Slovaks as was the October Revolution to the Bolsheviks. 

The Czech revolution was not a bloody affair yet 1t requ1red 

an excellent polit1cal program, a m11itary organization, a 

sense of unit y on the part of the natton, and sacrifices 

from many Czech and Slovak patrlots, especially soldiers 

fighting in Russia. This 1s the reason why Hasek's deser­

tion was fel t 50 keenly by the legionaries and why he was 

considered a traitor. But Hasek's rebel110usness proved 

to be dormant on1y temporarily because the change from 

J 

Czech voluntary un i ts into a regular mil1tary organization ',-

turned Hasek again into a rebe1. and the leg10nary sources 

acknowledge the d1ff1cul ties wlth H~. 

L 



l 
1-, 

( 

According to the Soviet sources, Hasek never caused 

dlsclplinary d1fficulties during his çareer as a Red 

Army eommissar. His writings, as the y appear ln Czech and 

Soviet editions of his work, offer no proof of political 
, 

deviatio~s and are elearly written by "a eonvinced 

Bolshevik." However, several Czech sources mention that 

Ha!ek Is said to haveifound the Soviet regime less to his 

llking after the fir~~ revolutlonary period was followed by 

the strict measures of the eonsolldating stage. 36 Radko 

Pytl!k also refers to the politlcal conditions in Siberia 

and pOints out that Hasek did not notice the change from 

the destructive stage to the consolidating period of Soviet 

power, when n~ass eri~ was replaced by administrative 

measures" an~ "the atmosphere of trust by suspiclon."37 

If this assumption 15 correct, then Hasek ironlcally 
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faced the same dilemma as he had done earlier ln the Legion, 

when the revolutlonary army had been transformed into a 

military kachine. At that time, he had voiced his protest 

,and consequently left. However, it may well be, as Pytl!k 

maintains, that Hasek dld not Indeed notice the changes in 

the Soviet system and thus cannot be accused of any con-

seious ideologieal mistakes. Then it can be assumed that 

the root of Hasek's'problems lay ln the changes of Soviet 
t 

polic1es. It is a kno~~ fact that the Elghth Party Congres! 

(1919) recognlzed the important role of the commissars in 

the Red Army, but their status became eontr~versial a year 

later when the Civil War was over and Trotsky proposed to 
'. 

t 
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minimize their position. He also planned to change the 

regular centralized army into the territorial ml1~tia. 

The Soviet military strongly opposed the move and Trotsky 

was later removed from his position as People's Commissar 

of War. 38 

96 

It seems quite improbable that Hasek, belng a political 

commlssar, WQuld be able to avoid aIl friction and find his 

position unshakeable. Horeover, he was a foreigner, a 

former legionary, a former anarchlst, and a former deserter 

from the Red Army. Once his work for the Internatlonallsts 

was done and the Red Army managed to train Its own speclal­

ista, he was not needed any more. Even if his record as a 

Red Army commissar was flawless, his anarchist past had to 

make hlm susplcious at a tlme when anarchlsts were on the 

blackllst. 

In addition, the Brikcius case demonstrates that Hasek 

dld not follow the laws of revolutlon to the extreme and 

rebelled agalnst them by saving a human I1fe. 39 However, ~ 

judged on the basis of his writlngs alone, Hasek remained a 

revolutionary throughout his Red Army career. 

" 
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Czechs would not Interfere in Russia's internaI affaira. 
On 31 August 1917 Masaryk confirmed that the French gov­
ernment would finance the Legion. This was to the great 
relief of the Czech leadership becâuse the Legion was no 
longer dependent on the Russian government. However, the 
fact was not confirmed off1c1a11y until January 1918. 
Meanwhile, the Ukra1nian lA4A came into existence. As 
the Legion was stationed near,Kiev, Masaryk agreed with the 
emp10yment of the troops in case of anarchy, but on the 

.pr~mlse that peace wïth Germany wo~ld annul the agreement. 
This eventually happened, and Masaryk dec1ded to evacuate 
the Legion as soon as possible. The f1rst troops to be 
sent to France reached Archangel already in October 1917. 
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In February 1918 Masaryk signed an agreement with Red Army 
Commander Muraviev 1n Kiev, who also favoured neutrality and 
let the Legion leave. However, when Trotsky became 
Commlssar of War in Mar,ch 1918, he gave order's to stop the 
trains 1n Penza and disarm Czechs completely. ~he Czechs 
had already surre~ered eighty percent of their~~rms as a 
friendly gesture because they expected to be re-armed 1n 
France and their route to Vladivostok was planned to he 
completed by the end of May. Although the Legion was part 
of the Allied forces, the Soviet government never recog­
nized the fact off1c1ally and Trotsky hoped to use the1r 
former status as soldiers of the Russian Imperial Army to " 
his advantage. The Czechs were rightly suspicious of the 
deal1ngs between the Czech Communists and the Soviets. 
The Mosco~'off1ce of the National Council was occupied and 
the leaders imprisoned in May 1918 while the Congress of 
the Communist Party (25 Hay 1918) was acknowledged by the 
Soviet government as the only representat1ve body of the 
Czechs 1n Russia an,d was g1ve~ the respons1b111ty for the 
affairs of aIl Czeoh clt1zens on Russ1an soil. Soon after­
wards, host111tles broke out when the leg10naries real1zed 
that they were trapped and the trains were not allowed to 
move. Thelr aversion for the Soviet government was only 
Intensified when they faced Red Army unlts composed mostly 
of former German and Hungarian prisoners of war (not 
Russian peasants or workers but the Internatlonalists). One 
of the units which they had to flght near Lipjagl and 
Buzuluk was the one formed by Hasek from Czeoh and Slovak 
Communlsts. Hasek's articles about the necesslty of keeping 
the Legion in Russia after March 1918 were 1110g10a1 
because the Soviet government had already signed the Brest­
Litovsk treaty with Germany. 

18After his return to Czechoslovakia, Hasek described 
sorne of his adventures of this period ln an unf1nished 
sketch, ~ Jubilee Reminiscen~e (Jub1lejn! vzpom!nka). 

19This period of his 1ife was alao described 1ater by 
Hasek after his return to Czechos1ovakla. Because the short 
stories about Bugulma were not written quring his Red Army 
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30 Jan Bë"it&S; "Netrpel1 vy élovek pravoslavny," a 
Foreword to Velitelem mestu l'ugulmy by Jaroslav Hasek 
(Toronto: Slxty-elght PUbllshers, 1976), p. 23. 

31Vostokova, GaSek, pp. 113, 115. 

321 65 bld, p. • 

33N.P. Elanskij JeroQley Gugek ~ r~yolluclQnno1 
~9Qsii (Moscow: 1960~, p. 67. Hasek's mordant satire, 
lbs Ç;lch rickwlck~, against the Petrograd leadership 
demonstrates that Hasek was a conservative who dld not hide 
his true feelings, b~ause the work was published after the 
tsar's abdication when Hasek could freely express his 
liberal views, if h~ad any. 

34parrott, Study, p. 68; Souckova, Satellite, p. 36. 

35pytl{k, Ioulayé bouae, p. 324. Radko Pytl!k rewrote 
Toulayé hOUle for the occasion of Hasek's ann1versary in 
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1983. The book was published under the title Zprlya 2 
Ja;pslayy Haikey1. However, Pytl!k was crItlcized in ~ 
prayO (25 June 1983) for the conclusion that Hasek was not 
abl~ to create due to his Red Army work and responslb11-
it1es. 

36Bene5, nélovek pravoslavny," p. 23; Sauer and SUk, 
ln memoriam, p. 34. 

37pYt1!k, ~?ulayé bouse, p. 327. 

38Rom~n Kolkowlcz, ~ Soviet Hilitary JD4 lbA ~ 
mun1st Party (Princeton: Princeton University Press, 1967), 
pp. 111-115. 

3~Camus,' Rebel, p. 218. The Brlkclus case reveals 
that Hasek came to the same conclusion as the protagonist 
of Rebel: one cannot 80 along vith the revolution forever 
because otherwise one could become either "an oppressor" or 
"a herettc." 
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CHAPTER III 

., 
HASEK LOOKS BACK AT RUSSIA 

While Hasek was defend1ng War Communlsm in Soviet 

Russia whic~ was going through the stage of violent civil 

war, Czechoslovakia was a1so undergoing social and po11-

tical changes. These changes however were not as drastie 

and turbu1ent as the historieal events in Russia which Hasek 

w1tnessed. From the ruins of Austria~Hungary a new state 

emerged, Czechoslovakia, which was based on Western democ-

racy and capitalism. By obtaining their independenee, the 

Czechs gained more from the war th an misery and s tar.vet10n 

and were thus more optimistic about their future than some 

other European nations. Czech society rema1ned firmly 

bourgeois, but the polit1cal position of the bourgeoisie 

improved from being the governed to be1ng the governors. 

This 13 the main rea30n why the attempted Communist take­

over in 1920 was unsuecessful. The Czechs were deeply 

troubled by the revolutions in Germany and Hungary. Hore­

over, they were suspicious of the Soviet government, due to 

the direct engagement between the Bolsheviks and the Legion. 

The anti-Soviet feeling was further stimulated ,by the plight 

of many Russian refugees who settled in Czechoslovakia. 

The Communlst putlcb had been l1quidated shortly 
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bero~e Hasek's return to Czechoslovakla. Hasek himself was 

sent to Kladno (where Huna and 'Zapotocky organized the revo­

lut100ary soviet) to continue his revolutionary work. 1 

Instead of a prom1sed socia11st revolution, th~ ~utsch was 

followed by arrests and a legal process against the insti­

gators. Thus the timing of Hasek's arrivaI in Prague was 

unfortunate. He was not ooly attacked by the republlcan 
\ 

press but equally dlstrusted by the rlght and the left wing 

of the Social Democratie Party.2 

Desplte the bitter feelings towards Hasek as a person, 

he was still appreciated by the public as a writer. During 

the 1ast three ye~rs of his life Hasek created the Most 

important work and his only novel, Syejk, and wrote several 

dozen articles and short stories. He publlshed his articles 

in diverse newspapers, includlng the liberal Tribuna, the 

, " L ' Communist ~ prayo, and the pro-governmentldoyc Doyiny 

(People's Newspaper). The clerical press was (as before the 

war) avoided by Hasek as Many of his writings were again 

directed against the church and its policies (~ ~ BAn 

AKax ~ ~ Vatican [Papez utekl z Vatikanu], 1921), 
'() '''{ against the mlssionarles (Abput Mlss1Qnarles [0 misionar oh], 

1922), or against charitable organizations (~ Battle K1th 

1hA Salyatipn Aimx [Zapas s armadou spasy], 1921). Hasek 

also fo11owed the tradition of his pre-var work in the 

articles concerning the secret police (Seyeral Reports Q! 

, ., { , (N" t· ~ ~tate Detectiye Jlndak Ilias Iecb zsky ekolik rapor u 
1(1 -, { , statn ho detektiva J.andaka zn. "Treb{zsky"J, 1921), censor-

-
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shlp (.I.hA Conversation li1t.h .a Censor [Rq,zmluva s cenzorem], 

1922), and the politlclans with the government officiaIs 

(~ first Meeting 2! ~ Mlnister ~ Railroads. father 

!ramek. H1th ~ Exoerts [Prvn! porada minlstra leleznlc 

patera Sramka s odborn{ky], 1921). 

W~th special dellght he unvelled a~d de~cribed in his 

articles those aspects of the new society of Czechoslovakia 
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which reminded him of the old empire. Woticing that the war 

and the rise of the republic-did n9t transform the Czech 

publiC to the same degree as the social upheaval in Russia, ~ 

he successfully ridiculed the still prevailing "Imperial" 

atmosphere of Czechoslovakia. To make his point, Hasek pub­

lished the art161e Hhât Editorials l World Vrite i! l ~ 

1hA Editor 2! ~ Official Hewspaper (Jaké bych psal 

uvodn{ky, kdybych by1 redaktorem vladn{ho 1istu, 1921). The 

flrst part of the article was origina11y published in 1909 

and satlrlzed the social and political conditions of Austria­

Hungary. Wlthout changing drastically the text, Hasek 

app11ed 1t to the situation in post-wa~ Czechoslovakia. 

The articles mentioned above showed that Hasek reverted 

to his pre-war image of the anti-establishment journaliste 

His wr1tings were not only thematically slmilar to those 

published before the war, but they were Just as sharp and 
t 

'hlghly cirt1eal. 
.., 

While the critical message of Hasek's 

articles concerning the society of Czechoslovakia was clear, , 

the same cannot be said about his llterary writlngs relating 

to his revolutlonary pasto 

_ 11 



( 

• 

( 

104 

The feuilletOn Jaroslay HaSek Sings (Jaroslav Hasek 

zp{va,' January 1921) was published by the right-w1ngers of' 

the Soc1alist Democratie Party in their journal ~.R!jen 

(October 28th) in whieh he was accused of' being "a Bolshevik 

attaché" and his eulpabl11ty in bloody revolutlnoary activi­

ties was implied. To thls Hasek reacted, wlthout mentioning 

his Communist past at aIl, by "confessing" to a multitude of' 
\ 

other abhoFrent crimes in MY Çonfession (Moje zpovéd~ 

January 1921): 

At the age of six months l d.evoured my oldest brother, 
stole the hol.y images of the saints f'rom bis coffin and 
hid them in the maid's bed. As a result the girl was 
hounded out of the house as a thief and sentenced to ten 
years' har~ labour f'or robbing a eorpse. She died a 
violent death in gaol in a brawl during her dai!y exe~­
cise. Her fi,ncé hanged himself, leavlng behind six 
Illegitimate bhl1dren, some of whom achieved prominence 
later as internationa1 hotel ,crooks. One became' a pre­
late of ~he Premonstrate order, and the l~st, the eldest, 
15 8 contributor to Oçtober ZAtb. 

When l was a year old there was not a single cat in 
Prague whose eyes l had not gouged out or wh~e tail l 
had not docked. When l we~t for a walk with ~y gover­
ness. 811 dogs gave me a wide berthe 

My governess did not go on taklng me out for long 
bec~use when l was eighteen months old, l took her to 
the barracks at Charles Square and barte3ed her away to 
the soldiers f'or two packets of tobacco. 

The self-mocklng tone of' th~ absurd article 15 surprising 

because before the war Hasek was always capable of defea~ing 

himself' by successfully ridicu11ng the attackers in his 
, ,. 

satire. Horeover,~until October 1919 Ha~ek was a confident 

Red Army commissar who t a,ccording to his Russian litre,' 

returned to Czechoslovakia "to ,ive the Czech bourgeoisie a 

sound thrashing."~ Radko Pytl{k explains the change in 
,',' j 

Hasek ~om an enthus1ast1c revolufionary journa11st into the 

----------------~----------'-
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author of "confessiobs" and the paradox 1n Hasek's writings 

as the result of the complexity of the historical events and 

the anti-Soviet atmosphere of the republic: 

At the time of the mass arrests o'f Communists and 
farmer Red Army soldiers, when the preparations for the 
[Kladno] monstrous h1gh-treason trial w~re being made, 
••• exposed to incitations ••• Hasek creates an . 
original type of mystifying self-ironie mask • • • • 
The mystification, which w~s or1g1nally onsy a personal a 
mask, becomes his li terary expression. • • 

ct 
According to Rytllk, this new element of mystifying i5 

present in lU. Confession as weIl as in the Bugulma stories, 
." . 6 

and cultlmates in Syejk. 
.J 

The second "confessional" work, the Bugulma stories, 

Hasek ereated shortly after his ~rrl.val in Prague,.. The 

stories are based on his experiences as a, representative of 

, the soviet in the smaH town of Bugulma ln t~18 ~ Th'e first 

story appeared in the liberal newspaper Tribuna and'was 

followed by eight sequels between' January and Harch 1921.7 , 
".. 

In :I.l:a Commandant .2.! .tM I2.Hn 2i. Bugulma <Velitel'em .. 
mésta Bugulmy) Hasek depicts his entranye into the town of ' 

Bugulma as a representative of the revolutionary soviet. He 

promises "not to trumpet slogans" but to establish "peaee 

and order, n kisses the mayor, shakes the hand bf th,e local 
,; 

priest, and does not require a financial contribution from 

the population. This peaeeful Interim 15 "'interrupted by the 

arrivaI of the Tver Revolutionary Regiment, led ~y commander 

,Eroximov: 

"Hands up," he said, drunk with victory and pointing 
a revolver at me. l calmly put up my hands. 

"And who are you?" the Commander of the Tver Regi­
ment asked. 

r 
'-
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ftI am the Commandant of the Town." 
"Of tbe Whi tes or the So'viet army?" . 
"The Soviet. Mar l put my hands down?" 

\ 
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"You can, but l beg you, according to the- rules of 
war, at once tp hand over 'to me the, command of the bown, 

Q Qecause l have \ conquered Bugulma." ' '" 
"But l was appointed Command~nt," l objected. 
"To hell with your being appointed. Yo~'ve got to 

conquer it first." . f 

"D'you know what7" he sald, magnanimously after a 
short time. "1 appoint you my a~jutant. If you don't 
agpke, 1'11 have you ahot in fi ve minutes. • • ." 

AlI flesh is ~s §rass, and aIl the glory of man as 
t~ flower of gras·s. 

HaSek conveys through Eroximov's usurpation of the official 
t 

position 'that on~')had to expect danger from the supporters 

of the revolution as weIl, and the victory in interna~ dis­

pu.tes was won by force. Soviet critic Elansklj main~n;J 
that the Bugulma staries are not anti-Sovlet but admi~s 

that the problem with commanders abusing their power existed 

at thaG time. 9 ~" 

Composed, ~~sek yields his position td ~ov but 
, 
does not d1scard his responsibility towards the local people 

and effective1y thwart~ Eroximov's persecution of poor 

peasants and nanti-social eleme~ts" as it rs described ~n 

~ Ad1utant Q! ~ Commandant ~ ~ ~ ~ Bugulma 

(Adjutantem velitele mesta Bugulmy): 

"First of aIl," he answered gravely and solemnly', 
"1 shall order a mobilization of horses. Then l shall. 
have the Mayor shot. Then l shal1 take ten hostages 
from the bourgeoisie and send them to prison untll the 
end of the civil war. After that I shall carry out a 
general house-search in the town and prohibit free 
trading. That'll do for the first day, and tomorrow 
l'Il think up something else." 

"Permit me to point out," l said, "that l have 
nothlng at aIl against mobilization of horses, but 1 
definltely protest against the Ishooting of the Mayor 
who·welcomed me with bread and salt •••• n 

"Further," l said to Erox1mov, "I am definftely , , , 

'-/' 
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opposed to ten people from the baurgeolsle be1ng sent 
ta prison untll the end of the civil war because that .t::.. 
can only be decided by the Revolutionary Tribunal. .". n 

"Véry well then," Yerokhimov repl1ed with a 5igh. 
"J3ut surely no one can stop us from carrying out a 
general house-search7" 

"Accord ing to the d ecree of the 18th June of th1s 
year, ft l answered, na general house-search can only be 
carrled out with the consent pf the local RevolutiQnary 
Commlttee or Soviet. Since -tlothing like that exists 
yet, let's leave the house-search until later." 

"You' re an angel," said Yerokhimov tenderly. "Wi th­
out you l would have been sunk. But surel y we must 
stop the free trad ing?" 

"'Most of those who carry on trade and go to the 
bazaars are from the country," l tried te explain. 
"They are muzhiks who can' t read or wri te. First of aIl 
they' Il have to learn to be literate, and then they will 
be able to read our orders and understand what they' re 
about. First ~é must teach the illiterate population 
to read and wri te, see that the y und erstand what we want 
of them, and then 'Iole can iYBue orders--perhaps even for 
a mob ilizat ion of horses. n 

Although Hasek tries to demonstrate that the revolu-

tion could be ~carried out peacefully by fo11owing a set of 

regulations which also kept in check the exce-sses of sueh 

individuals as Eroximov, the reality of the Civil War was 

different. Hasek personally sympath1zed wi th the pe asants 

1n the story, but their rate was almost unendurable dur1ng 

War Communism because of the constant deman.rls for their pro-
," 

ducts by the Soviet gevernment. Exhausted and on the verge 

of ~,voltfng agalnst t~e Bolsheviks, their si tuation 
1 

1mproved 'only'-w.nen the New Economie Policy was introduced ----, 
in i 921. 

However, Eroximov rel t no compass 10,.0 for the, peasant.ry 

and solves the problem of illiteracy by an order: 

To the whole population of Bugulma and its Region 1 
l order everyone ln the whole. town and region who cannot 
read and wri te to learn to do 50 wi thin three days. 
Anyone round to be ill1terate after this time will be 

D 
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The peasants turn to Hasek for help and he decides to reap-

point himself commander, an action he i5 now capable of 

because the Petrograd Cavalry Regiment has arr i ved in 

Bugulma and Erox imov has had to leave town. Al though the 

change is welcome, the new regiment causes Hasek anxiety 

because the barracks asslgned for the regiment '5 accoUlmoda-

tion are ln a deplorable state. 

In the third sequel, ~ Processlon 21 ~ Cross 

(Kres tny chod), Hasek d escrlbes how the problem is sol ved. 
l , 

Remembering a local convent, "where nuns have nothing else 

to do but pray and slander one another," he wri tes to tfié 
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Abbess aSking for "fifty ma1dens • • • to be at the disposaI 

of the Petrograd Cavalry Regimert. n Sinee the disposaI 15 

understood in the worst possibl"e manner (rape), instantly 

he ls~ confronted by representatives of the Orthodox Church 

imploring him "not to ru in the innocent convent maidens." 

Hasek fines them for interfering wl th official affairs; 
\ 

but when he witnesses the Proc ession of the Cross, he 113 

impressed .and reveals the real reason ferr demanding the 
~ 

nuns, which was to clean the barracks. The bar racks are 

soon suitable and HsSek receives a Il ttle lcon from the 

Abbess with the message "I am praylng for you." He ends the 

story ln a most unrevolutlonary manner: 

Slnce that day l sleep ln peaee, because l know that 
up to thls day, in the ol'd oak {orests of Bugulma, there 
15 the Convent .of the Most Holy Virg1n, where an aged 
19umen Il v~~ and prays for me, wretched good-for-nothlng 
that l am. 
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Hatred for the clergy usually so prevalent 1n h1s wri t1ngs of 

the Sov1et perlod 1s nowhere to be found 1n the story. In 

fact, the peaceful collaboration between the church and the 

Communist power that Hasek represents 18 the Most remarkable 

feature of Ib& Procession Qi ~ Cross. He 15 exp11cit 1n 

def1ning his role of a man in charge, includlng the welfare 

of the population, but does not overstep his authority in 

order to suppress people' s customs and religlous beliefs. 

Hasek does not present real1ty untruthfully because he i5 

said to have had the barracks cleaned by nuns who ~ere not 

harmed by the Red Army soldlers. However, one must realize 

that Hasek does not present a typical case because the 

clergy and bel1evers suffered incredibly durlng the Civil 

War. 

Yet, he again attempts to rectify his image as a 

bloodstained commissar in Potemkln's yillagea (Potemklnovy 

vesnlce). In this story, HaSek calmly awai ts an inspection, 

despl te Erox lmov t s contention that he cannot prove his capa-

city as a revolutionary zealot: 

Eroxlmov gave a meanlngful whistle. "He's got 
nothlng to be afrald off Have you mob ilized the horses? 
No" you have note Have you got reservlsts from the 
local population? No. none at aIl. Have you levied a 
contrlbution on the town? No sign of it. Have you 
thrown counter-revolut1onarles into gaol? Of course 
not. • • • And now tell me one last thing: have you had 
at least one priest or member of the merchant claBs shot? 
No, you certain!y have note Have you had the former 
dis trlct police offlcer ahot? No r you haven t t done that 
el ther. And what about the former mayor of the town? 
113 he alive or'dead? Al1ve. WeIl, there you are--and 
you go on telling me you h'ave nothing t01~e afra1d ofl 
It's a bad look out for you, my fr1end." 

In order to solve this pred1cament and to please the forth-



coming inspection, Eroximov displays faise graves of 

promlnent members of Buguima who were ahot as'"counter-

revolut1onar1es," meanwh1le hid1ng the mayor, the priest, 

and the commissary in a plgsty. Ôbserving Eroximov's acts, 

Hasek r ight;ly points to the sim1Iari ties between the 

Potemkin villages of the old and the new Russia. 

Judged from the moral point of view, Hasek emerges as 
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a decent human being, but his credibillty as an efficient 

and especially obedient commissar 15 questionabie. If Hasek 

did not follow aIl orders bl1ndly, 1 t can be assumed that he 

was faced with the problem of modern man: the dilemma of 

personal conscience and the wisdom of the state in whose 

Ideals one believes 111. Yet Hasek does not openly disparag'e 

the revolution or the Soviet government. When Erox1mov 

wants to shoot a former tsarlst colonel in D1fficulties ~ 

.tll.sl Prisoners (Nesnaze se zajatci) and questions the Soviet 

policy on the mobl11zation of tsarist offlcers, the comman­

dant of the Petrograd Regiment angrlly attacks him for the 

1ndiscretions said about the Soviet government. Neverthe­

less, the colonel Is led away by Eroximov to be shot. The 

colonel hits Hasek as he passes h1m and escapes on Hasek' s 

horse. Thls incident is used by Eroximov, who was walting 

for an occasion to revenge hlmself on Hasek. He denounces 

Hasek for helping tpe colonel to escape and sends a tele­

gram to Simbirsk to his superlors. This resul ts in the 

arrivaI of the' Revolutlonary 11.111 tary Sovle't. 

---------------- -------~--- -
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Hasek's trial 1s dep1eted 1n the last story Before tb& 

Reyolutionary Tribunal ~ tb& Eastern Front (Pred revolu~n{m 

tr1bunalem vyehodn! front y), and it eulminates in his being 

senteneed to death in efficient Jacobin style--the prosecu-

tion ls prepared ahead of time in Simbirsk and the testimony 

of witnesses Is not required. However, the case 1s compll-

eated by Erox1mov, who unexpectedly admits that he sent the 

accusatory message wh1le intoxlcated. The roles are reversed 

and 1t is now Eroximov whose fa te 15 debated, since drinking 

was a major offence in the Red Army. Without displaying any 

human kindness or understanding, the three-member jury turns 

against Eroximov with macabre zealousness. Agapov, "beauti­

fuI ln his enthuslasm," proposes death by firing squad, 

whereas Kalibanova demands twenty years of hard labour and 

Sorokin calls for military degradation. Because Hasek inter-

venes, Eroxlmov is then merely reprimanded and given another, .. 
chance. 14 

Although the content of the Bugulma stories consti-
• 

tute a part of Hasek's formative Soviet perlod. the y con-

trast sharply w1th those wr1tings which are full of revolu­

tlonary pathos and which reflect his position ln the Soviet 

h1erarchy. The series of Bugulma stor~es 1s a unique work 

because HaJek shows compassion for the people, an elemént 

otherwise miss1ng in his acid satiriea! articles. In Cecil 

Parrott's view, this "gentle satire" has roots 1n Halek's 

slavophillsm. 15 let the Bugulma stories are the dream of a 

pacifist trying to prove his innocence wh1le retaining h1s 

~---- ----- ,-- ---.-. - ---
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Ideals ,bout the tevolution. Tragically for Hasek, the two 

motivations are incompatible. Even the reader with limited 

imagination and historical knowledge must realize that the 

irony lies in the fact that the revolution was not won by 

human decency, compassion for the masses, or non-violent 

class cooperation. The Russian Civil War was one of the 

blood1est civil wars in history, and 1t is questionable if 

a commissar of the Red Army could embark on his military 

career while shaklng hands wlth clergymen, accepting an 

1con from a nun, or by d1sobeying orders to shoot innocent 

people only because he preferred 1t that way.16 
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However, Elanskij ls correct in stating that the' 

Bugulma stories are not anti-Sovtet. By avoiding direct 

crlticism Hasek appears not to be against the new règime, 

but he revea18 Many negat1ve factors previously attributed 

to the bourgeois morale: the lust for power, the misuse of 

authority, cowardice, the lack of compassion and respeot for 

ordinary people, and the 1mmoral1ty brought on by personal 

ambition. Since Hasek does not deal with the enemles of the 

revolution but 1ts supporters, h1s criticism 15, after aIl, 

turned against the erring members of the new society, e.g., 

the Soviet system. The anomaly lies in the fact that 

Eroximov's behavio.r Is the norm while Hasek's conduct is 

abnormal. Because the conflict Is reduced to the level of 

In-flghting between the good defenders of the revolution and 

the usurpers, Hasek's main effort Is concentrated on proving 

that he belonged to the category of good and responslble 

- - - - ~ -.-," --.~ _.~ ,,--,_ ... _--------------------
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comm~:s:sar:s. 

The unreallstlc portrayal of the revolution was the 

root of misunderstandlng between Hasek and the Czech liter-

113 

ary left. The proletarian wrlters dld not want stories with 

mystifying elements but a straight-forward laudatory work 

about the revolution. The Communist wr1ter Stanislav K . 

Neumann attacked Hasek for being "a traitor of the revolu­

tlon."17 Yet what Neumann expected from Hasek was 1n 

essence an even more unrealist1c description of the revolu­

tlonary times, and evldently Hasek was not wl111ng to create 

su ch I1terary work. Instead he began to work on his last 
., 

"confession," Sve1k. 

Despite the fact that Hasek promised on several occa-
., 

sions to write about Svejk in Russia and envlsaged the 

titles as Sye1k K1th ~ Bolshevlks and ~ye1k in ~ RusBia, 

he ne ver used Russian or Soviet themes aga!n as a literary 

artist (he did as a journalist though). His novel 1s an 

antl-war satire on the Flrst World War and the Austro-. 
Hungarlan Empire. After creating four volumes of the book, 

., 
Hasek had yet to describe Svejk's experiences in Russia,. 

since the first title read ~ Fortune3 ~ ~ ~ 
., 

Soldier Sye1k in ~ World and tn& CiVil ~ ~ ~ in 

Ryssia. It seems signiflcant that Hasek created a novel in 

which Soviet Russia played no important part, notwithstand­

ing the fact that the Soviet Union represented the first 

sociallst country ln the world and was for several years the 

center of attention. There wece many Czech, West Europe~n, 

__ ~~~ ________ ---r ___ -------- -----
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and Amerloan artlsts who vlsited revolutionary Russia and 

114j 

wrote about the1r experiences, sometimes with crit1cism.but 

mostly with pathos and enthuslasm. Considering the fact 

that Hasek was an artist who took an active part in the 

revolution, it seems even more surprislng that he gave pref­

erence to the anclent regime over the new and more inter­

esting one. 

Hasek's cholce of his hero 15 al 50 striking--instead 

of a revolutionary, Hasek created Svejk as the most unrevo­

lutionary petty bourgeois pacifist. 18 Hasek cannot be 

judged as a revolutionary writer because his selection of 

the place and the hero is, from an ideologieal point of 

v1ew, d1sappo1nting. It seems that Hasek had his own 

ressons for creatlng a different novel from what could 
i 

be expected from'~ eonvinced Bolshevik. 

Hasek's own proclamation that "one could be free in 

th1s world only as an Idiot,n19 and Svejkts opinion of 

injustice, conflrm that his mlnd was preoccupied with some­

thing other than propagating the revolutlon: 
v 

"Jesus Christ was innocent too," said Svejk, nbut 
aIl the same they crucified him. No one anywhere has 
ever worried about a man being innocent. RAul balten 
un4 Hetter dienenl--as they used to tell ~B in the army. 
That's the best and finest thing of a1l." 

Apparently Hasek tried to prove his innocence (as he dld in 
• J 

the Bugulma stories) and was more concerned about it than ln 

his revolutionary work whleh he was supposed to continue, 

after his arrivaI ln Prague. 
v v 

Hasek's &yejk turned out to 

be a real literary achlevement and not a work of revolution-

l 
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ary propaganda. It 5eems that as a 11terary artlst Ha!ek 

dld not remain a revolutionajY wrlter but rebelled aga1nst 

the notion or what was expected from hlm as a former Red 

Army commissar. 
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However, Hasek-the literary art1st dirfers from Hasek­

the journaliste Although his articles published ln various 

newspapers remind one of the pre-war bohemian journalist, 

Hasek's feuilletons which appeared in ~ Drayo reveal 

s1milar traits with some of his Soviet propaganda vritings. 

Hasek's collaboration with the Communlst press began in 

March 1921 after the appearance of the Bugulma stories, 

although a close working relationship between the editors of 

~ prayo and the former Soviet functlonary would have 

been 10g1cal1y expeoted from December 1920. 

Altogether Hasek publlshed thlrteen articles ln ~ 

prayo durlng the post-war period (e1ght pieces ln 1921 and 
1 

f1 ve in 1922).21 There are exampIe,s of his li terary con-

tributions ta the Communist press. In the article Hhâk l 
v 

Vould AdyisC ~ Communist§ li l ~ Editor-in-Chief Qi ~ 

Official New§paper Çzecbosloyak Reoybllc (Co bych radil 
. ,.,/ , -' ~ komunistum, kdybych byl sefredaktorem vladn~ho orgaou 

C~sko§loyenska republlka, May 1921) Hasek pOkes fun at the 

editors of~the government newspaper, Svatek and Filip, who 

were prevlously editors of the imper1al offioial newspaper. 

For the occasion of the emperor's Jubilee Filip even wrote 

a eulogy. Hasek then asks the Communists to read the off1-

cia1,newspaper aSSldUOUSlY~dVises the workers to be 

"'" - -~-------~-~--~ --~- ..... 



( 

( 

" t 

116 
:.. -

kind to their fellow cap1tal1sts and r1se to a hi~her moral 

level by refusing to envy them. In the sarcastic ending he 

"describes the Sunday menu of a government minister, which he 

hopes will find its way into the homes of the poorest working 

families: "Bee! with Madeira lined ~ith vegetables ••• 

Deer with Viennese dumplings ••• Lemon pastry stuffed with 

cranberries ••• Crème Kramar ••• I2L1 Benes. n22 

As always, Hasek was capable of detecting contemporary 

problems and satir1zing them. The material d1fferences 

between the governing bourgeoisie and the working class were 

noticeable, as in many European countr1es, and Hasek was 

correct te critioize ~hem. However, if he was trying to 

stir hatred and envy among workers, he miscalculated. 

Czechoslovakia was not a perfect state, but the people were 

not dissatisfied. The workers saw sooial and economic amel-

ioration aIl around them: unemployment and Medical 1nsurance, 

an eight-hour working day, improved laws for tenants, land 

reform, 1mprovements in the education system, and monetary ~ 

reform that helped to s~bilize the Czech economy after the 

war. The workers were confident that the government would 

look after their interests, and the changes which took 

place after Ootober 1918 conf1rmed their expectations. 

Yet Hasek does not mention any of the, positive changes, 

and what is even more surprising is that he does not make 

any comparison with the position of the Soviet workers, 

their aohievements and role in the new econom10 system 

whioh was to be known as the first proletarian state. 
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In another article ~ Idyll ~ A Wineshop (Idyla z 

vinarny, April 1921) Hasek satlrizes the ant,i-Sovl,et hysterla 

connected wlth the Kladno trial. The four main characters 

(all members of the well-to-do bourgeoisie) meet every day 

in a restaurant in arder to dlsCU55 the Bolshevik atroci-

tles in Russia as they enjoy a few drinks. While the Kladno 

trial was going on, it also became one of their favorite 

subjects for discussion. The men expect with certainty 

death sentences for aIl the accused. The mildness of the 

verdict surprises them and they are disappolnted because 

they will not be present at "the greatest hanging in the 

Czech lands. n 

Iht Idyll ~ ~ Wineshop demonstrates that Hasek did 

not av01d writ1ng about the Soviet Union or controversial 

political events such as the Kladno trial. However, Hasek's 

treatment of the sUbject 15 very superficial. He rebuked 

the Czech publ1c for its antî-Soviet hysteria but did not 

offer an~ explanation 50 that the public would feel differ­

ently. Similarly, coneerning the Kladno trial, he did not 

praise the judge for the lenient punishment, a1though he 

should have been deeply involved in the affalr if it is true 
1 

/ 
that he was sent to Czeehoslovakia to help the Kladno Commu-

nists. De5pite the faet that this was Hasek's chance to 

defend the lost cause of the Kladno revolutlonary soviet or 

elaborate on the possibility of the Communist future of 

Czechoslovakia, he did not mention either of them. It seems 

that although Hasek included the Soviet theme in his writ-

_ ........ ____ r _____ - • 
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1ngs, they d id not contain a revolutionary message. 

In another articles Na'tes (Poznamky, May 1921) Hasek 

feels exasperated by the behav iour of sorne journalists who 

mlsuse their profession in order to di~tort the truth or to 

suppl Y false facts. He attacks especially the ed itor _of 

prayo l.lJW (People t s Right), Stlv{n, who was deI ighted to 

see durlng the Hay Day celebrations that the supporters of 

sooial democracy were more numerous than the adherents of 
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, Commul1ism. However, Hasek cons Iders Sti vin to be an unrel1-

able witness because the numbers quoted by Stivln were dis­

torted. After making fun of Stiv{n's caloulations, Hasek 

advises hlm how to improve the level of the exaggerated 

reports by perverting the facts even more wheiY wr i ting about 

the Czech Communists: 

If l were in Stivfn's place, 1 would write that 
several special trains arrived from Hoscow in Prague 
with the Russ1an Commun!sts who came in order to sa1-
vage the Czech Left from disgrace. The Hay Day demon­
stration and the festi vi ties were paid for by Lenin and 
Trotsky from their o~~ pockets--from the money stolen 
from the Mensheviks. , 

Al though Hasek uses the distorted facts in order to impress 

the reader by the preposterousness of the text, in essence 

the exaggerations proved to be true. There were no special 

trains arriving in Prague~ but there was a suff1cient number 

of Moscow-trained Czech Communists (who were at the same 
v 

time Soviet citizens) sent ta Czechoslovakla ln order to put 

into motion the prepared putsch. They considered the home­

based Communists weGk, ineffectual, and indecisive (namely, 

the Smeral's cirole). Huna left Moscow several months 

T<l 
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before Hasek, and Hasek hlmself was sent to Kladno as a,n 

experienced pol1tic~1 commissar. )J1 th regards to the finan­

c 1a1 support of the Czech Communista it can be aasulIled that 
, 

the Soviet government continued to provide it~ financial 

aid even after the Czech leftiats were repatriated. 24 It ia 

certain that the Czechoslovak government did not aubsidize 

the Communist movement, and the Social Democratie Party (of 

which the Communists were still' a part) needed money for its 

own May Day enterprise in arder to prove that the major i ty 

of i ta members was against the leftis ts. 

The article shows Ha~ek as a journa1ist accusing others 

of unprofesslonal behaviour while being guilty 0f the s.,ame 
. 

vice. Hasek' s use of incredible exaggeratiqns (based on 

valid racts) can be seen in sorne other articles pubIished in 

.RlU1i prayo. In addition to a tendency to the false presen­

tation of the facts, Hasek seems to prefer to laugh at the 

m1staRes of others, while avoiding any serious discussion 50 

as not to be forced into stattng his opinion. 

The two aspects of Hasek' s wri tlngs in the Commun lat 

press can be detected also in bis poli tical commentary about 
- 6 

the Kronstadt uprlsing. Kronstadt (March 1921) Is Hasek' s 

only article in which he deals directIy with the poli tical 

events in Soviet Russia. He laughs at the Czech newspapers 

and the an tl-Soviet radio station in Finland for the way 

tbey handled the news about -the Kronstadt rebellion. He 

ridicules Marodn! listv because of Its statement that the 

Ch1nese were involved ln the.attack on Kro~tadt. Then he 

----------
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mooks the absurd telegrams from the radio station in 

Hels1ngfors because only one, statl-ng that Kronstadt had 
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fallen, was actually- tljMwt 

stated that the insurgents 

Another telegram '-from 
1 

Helsingfors 
, 

had b~o,n up the ships and were . 
fleeing to Ffnl,and across the ice. 1 Hasek comments that this 

ls also a fine story. Then he continues to critieize poll-

tical eommentarles of other newspapel"S. The conclusion of 
01> 

'Prâ\/o l.1Wl. that, by attacklng Kronstadt, Soviet politic5 

turned to the rlght 15 commented' on by Hasek sarcastically: 

nIyrs a new poIit1eal theory. If somebody wants to become 

a rightist, It ls necessary that he storm Kronstadt 8S a • 

Bolshevik. n25 Masaryk's journal Cas (Time), whiah considered 
" 

the Bolshev1k action a Pyrrhlc victory, a1so amusés Hasek. 

He wonders why fu was so astonished that the Bolshevik 

government had declared its, wl11ingness to avoid bloodshed 

but in fact had taken the fortress by :force, and he jeers at 

the nalveté of the editor who seemed to think that storming 
- -

Kronstad,t could .have been done merely by writlng artic~es. 

Kronstadt demonstrates that Hasek used the mist/kes 
~ , 

of others to trip them up, but his own comments are not above 

,icriticism as t~ thei~ factual content. They dsC' reveal 

that Hasek followed the official Sovil:lt version about the 

antl-Bolshevik uprising supported by the counter-revolutionary 

forces, the Mensheviks and the W11i tes, "and hero~'cally sup-

pressed by the Red Army. The statement about the Ghinese 
'" Il 

was not \oii thout foundatlon. Trotsky d1d inde~d calI up 
. ' 

forel/gners, inclup!ng the Chlnese, to cruelly liquidate the , 

---------- - - ..... - ~- --. ... ~-~.,..,...- ._._-
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rejl.ellion, because he was afraid that the Russians would 

refuse to shoot the ~ailors. The information frorn 

Helsingfors about the ships being blown up and the refugees 

fleeing to Finland aeross the ice was a150 correct. "The 

poli tical theo ry" aI 50 had subst an ce • By suppress ing the 

popular uprising, the Bolsheviks stopped being revolution-

aries because they no longer defended the interests of the 

RUBsian people. They fought not an enemy of the revolution 

but its ardent supporters, who only demanded that the 

earl1er promises of the Bolsheviks concerning the inviola­

bility of the soviets be kept. In revolutionary terms, by 

storming Kronstadt the Bolsheviks became reactionaries.'26 

Although Kronstadt is a feuilleton in which Hasek 

makes comments about other journalists' comments concerning 

the events in Soviet Russia, he himself does not discuss 

the subject of Kronstadt uprising. Yet, as a journal1st 

Hasek knew that the Czech public was always interested in 

Russia, and he must have been aware of the faet that to 

receive objective news from the Soviet Union was extremely 

difficul t. This was the main reason why many Czech jour-

nalists and poli ticians would attempt t.o analyze the events 

on their own, a,nd although they aeted in good fa1th, later 

investigation often proved them incorrect. 

Hasek, who le(t Russia only several months before the 

Kronstadt rebeflion, could elucidate the situation better 
o 

than anyone else, but he chose to laugh 'at those who tried 
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to draw conclusicns rather than to clarify' the ",events himself. 

L 
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Yet his comments showed that by following the official Soviet 

version his article on Kronstadt al sa became a questionable 

piece of journalisme It is inconceivable that Hasek would 

not have known the facts and would completely believe the 

Soviet version. If he did, then he was either afraid or 

unable~'to contraqict the Communist polic ies. 

Such people, who could closely observe life in Russia 

after the October Revolution yet continued to follow the 
() 

official interpretations of the Soviet government, are 

described by the well-known Russian-American anarchist, 

Emma Golman, as "the travelling salesmen of the revolu­

tion. n27 In contrast to Hasek, after living in the Soviet 

Union during the years 1919 and 1921, she openly expressed 
u 

~ ner despair over the fate of the Russian people in the hands 
, 

of the Bolshevik government. However, Emma Goldman had 

deep anarchist conv~ctions and fought for a different idea 

of the revolution and socialism, which was not Hasek' s case. 

His position in Czechoslovakia was certainly very difficult 

and he had not other cho1ce than to remain with the radical 

left. After his desertion from the Legion, and after working 

for the Soviet government, his association with Czech nation­

al1sts or conservatives of any kind was unthinkable. Yet, 

al though Hasek' s collaboration with the Communist press 15 

undeniable, his literary contributions to ~ prayo do not 

constitute a major1ty of his writings at that period, nor 

are they the most important. 

However, i t would be out of Hasek' s character If his 

L 
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association with the Communists was considered simple and 

clear-cut. In the above-mentloned article Hhât l Woyld 

Advise ~ Communists Hasek ridicules the nationalist edi-
v ~ 

tors of Ceskosloyenska reDublika, but when he pretends to 

be in the position of a pat'ron1zing government official 
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giving an advice to the Communists on how to behave during the 

May 1 demonstration, the text cannot be judged as a straight-

forward satire: 

First of aIl we would not wish that the Communists 
should occupy themselves with polittcs and the solution 
of social problems. 

It would be ntee, if, instead of holding meetings, 
they would play in a sand box, romp about our numerous 
parks, and instead of lectur1ng about the Thir~8 
International, would play amusing round games. 

The article seems to be a satire of the government officiaIs; 

but tak1ng into account Hasek's low opinion of Czech Commu­

nists (Muna was never. Hasek's friend) and his talent to 

create double-edged satire, the excerpt can also be inter­

preted as his personal view of Commun ists. Hasek' 5 fr iend, 

Frantisek Sauer, claims that Hasek held the Czech Communists 

in disdain because of the way they organized the so-called 

revolution in 1920 and for which, in Hasek's opinion, Lenin 

would have put themall into prison on the grounds of 

stupidity.29 

Hasek's articles published in the Communist press dif-

fer sharply from his publications for other newspapers and 

from the rest of,his literary writings (the Bugulma stories). 

Although they demonstrate the same boldness not1ceable in 

his pre-war work, they also show d1screpancies character1stic 
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of his articles of the Soviet perlod. Another aspect of his 

writings for ~ prayo is the complete absence of a revo-

lutionary message in comparison with his articles for the 

Soviet press, where Hasek's revolutionary ideas were clearly 

Indlcated in the texte A political commissar of Hasek's 

standing should have been able to discuss the pol1tical 

1ssues openly, without fear, and defend his position more 

forcefully. Notwithstand1ng the fact that Ha~ek's articles 

are pro-Soviet and show pro-Communist sympathies, they laëk 

at the same t1me well-def1ned statements which would unambig­

uously clarify Hasek's own opinions as to his political stance. 

At a time when the Czech Communiste needed aIl the 
'V 

help they could get, Hasek, with aIl his previous Red Army 

experience, seemed to write ideologically ind1fferent arti-

cles. He did not try to advance the revolution in Czecho-

slovakia by propagating the revolutionary 1deals 1n his 

articles and what 15 even more 1ncongruoue 15 the fact that 

he did not use the opportunity to advocate the advantages 

of the Soviet socialist system over capitalist Czechoslo-

vakia. It is true that he followed the official Soviet 

interpretation of the Kronstadt rebellion, hiding beh1nd 

the political commentar1es of other journaliste, but there 

is no way of knowing what Hasek really thought because he 

did not diseuss the issue in his article openly. 

In order to establish if Hasek was a rebel or a 

revolutionary du ring his last 11terary perlod, he has to be 

judged from three different angles--as a reverted bohem1an 
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journallst, as a I1terary artlst, and as a contributor to 

the Communist press. Following his return to Czechoslovakia, 

Hasek reverted to his pre-war bohemian image and his arti­

cles published in the Czech newspapers (except ~ praYQ) 

resemble his feuilleton§ of the pre-war era. The only 

apparent change was that Hasek concentrated on the society 

of Czechoslovakia instead of the society of Austria-Hungary. 

Although Hasek's transformation into a bohemian seemed 

very naturai to the public, the change from a revolutionary 

journalist of the Red Army into the writer of confessions 

is difficult to comprehend. Hasek tried to defend himself 
f 

against the accusations of taking part in the Civil War 

atrocities ln HY Confession. The Most evident attempt to 
.. 

shed the image of a blood-stained commissar can be seen in 

the Bugulma stories where Hasek presented himself as a 

remarkably decent commissar who saved human lives, although 

at the end i t proved ta be his undoing. 

The reason why Hasek felt compelled to write the self­

ironie confess ions ean anly be contemplated. Radko Pytl 1k, 

who rightly realizes the importa~ce of the Bugulma stories 

'" in Hasek's literary development culminating in Syejk, sug-

gests that Hasek's self-ironie mystification was the result 

of the animosity of the Czech bourgeois society and the 

anti-Soviet atmosphere of the republic. However, Pytl!k's 

point of view does not satlsfactor1Iy explain why Hasek 

would feel the need to change his literary expression. 

The frequent reclpient of Hasek's satire before the 
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war, the Czech bourgeoisie was no different when Hasek 

returned to Czechoslovakia and therefore would not sur­

prise him to such a degree that he would introduce new 

elements into his writings. Hasek's social satire of the 

post-war period reflects weIl what he felt about the society 

of Czechoslovakia. What is, however, more surpr1s1ng 1s 

that Hasek, as an exper1enced Bolshevik who had fought the 

bourgeoisie in Russia during the Civil War and had written 

fierce articles against that class, did not continue these 

act1vities 1n Czechoslovakia. Instead, he moved out of 

Prague and found refuge in Lipnice where his last and Most 

important "confession," Syeik, ,was written, while he drank 

hlmself gradually to death. 

The Czech bourgeoisie can be held responsible for 

not fully" apprec lating Hasek' s talent but not for his per­

sonal unhappiness. His confessional wrltings are aIl related 

to the war years, which means to the past, not to the pres­

ent. It seems that Hasek's bitterness had its roots ln his 

Soviet past rather than in his new lire ln Czechoslovakia, 

which the Czech bourgeoisie exemplified. Because Hasek 

never cared about pUblic opinion before, this i5 the reason 

Why his attempt to clear his name before the (bourgeois) 

public i5 incongruou5. It can be assumed that the real 

reason behind his confessional writings can be attr-ibuted 

e1ther to his feeling of gu11t (one does not need to con­

fess otherwise) or to his feeling of injustice (one does 

not have to defend and justify one's actions otherw1se), 
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rather th an to the existence of the Czech bourgeoisie. 

The Czeeh bourgeoisie is a1so cri tlcized by Pytl{k 

for 1 ts sensational1st interest in Hasek r 5 Sov iet past and 

for i ta re jection of Hasek' s "historieal scepticism" of the 

Bugulma stories. 30 Yet the truth is that Hasek' s Bugulma 

staries were weIl received by the public but his historieal 

scepticism was rejected by the Czech literary left expecting 

an exemplary revolutionary work. If Hasek was considered 

a traitor of the revolution because the Bugulma stories 

describe t~ revolution unrealistically, it can be weIl 

imagined how Hasek would be attacked if he wrote with crit­

icism instead of' scepticisme 
~. 

The Bugulma stories prove that Halek, af'ter faithfully 

serving the Soviet regime as a revolutionary journalist, and 

following the party line wlthout deviation in his articles, 

regained the use of his artistic f'reedom in Czechoslovakia 

and created a 11 terary work on his own terms. The same can 

be said abut Sye 1k, a novel wl thout a revolutionary hero 

and a revolutlonary locale. If Hasek' s life experience in 

Soviet Russ 1a had been a posi ti ve one, he would certainly 

have used 1 t as a subject in his Most important work. In 

this sense, Neumann t sanger against Hasek i5 under5tandable. 

From his Communist pdint of view, Hasek was a traitor be­

cause he could not be controlled any longer as a literary 

artist. Yet Hasek dld not betray the revolution, only the 

unrealistleal ldeological claims on his li terary talent. 

Hasek' s collaboration wi th the Communist press seems 



to be also controversial. Desp1te the fact that Hasek's 

wrlt1ngs are not anti-Soviet or anti-Communlst on the sur-

face, it ls probable that he was not trusted oompletely, 

because the cooperation reveals sorne serious inconsisten-

cies whioh should not have appeared if Hasek had been 

accepted by the Czech Communists without any reservation. 

The work1ng relationship between Hasek and ~ prayo began 

only after the publication of the Bugulma stories in March 

1921, wh1ch caused such a stir among the leftist writers. 

Although Hasek waB in an unenviable financial situation, 

he was not offered a job as editor of ~ prayo, whlch 

indlcates that he elther did not Beek such employment or 

was not trusted at the beginn1ng. In Pytllk's opinion, 

there ls a connectio~ between Hasek's conception of' Sye1k 

and hls collaborat10n with the Communlst press: 
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Hasek reallzed gradua11y, and it ls connected to 
his Communist orientation ln spr1ng 1921, that Svejk, 
who ia supposed to represent the apokesman of the se1f­
ironie mask, cannot be 11mited only to the "Soviet" 
fortunes which were evoked by the sensationa11st public, 
but that he must go as far as the pre-war era and the 
Sarajevo assasslnatlon ln order to analyze the re1a­
tlonshlp of a §lech man towards the war and the epoch­
making events. 

It can be on1y apeculated upon if Hasek waB put under the 

pressure by the Czech Communlsts not to wrlte disparaglngly 

about the Soviet Union or if it was bis own choice not to 

use his revolutlonary past as a subject for his stories and 
... 

not to let Svejk go through Hssek's Soviet experlence in 

the'novel. There la a1so a posslbl1ity, whlch has to be 

considered, that Hasek was blackma11ed into cooperation 

----------------,----
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with the Communlst press in order to keep his 'Red Army 

eomm1ssar image untarn1shed and his literary writings under 

control as much as possible. Hasek's articles for ~ 

prayo prove that he conÏormed to the official party line 

(Kronstadt) but was not subdued completely. 
. ' 

Although Hasek's f~yilletons published in the Commu-

nist press are considered by the Marxist critics as a defi-

nite proof of his ideological stand and the fidelity to the 

Ideals of revolution, this claim is only partially true. 32 

The examples presented here deroonstrate that Hasek success-

fully used negative features of the Czech society in arder 
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ta ridicule them but that he did not use the Comrounist media 

to advanee the revolution or to propagate the newly-estab­

lished socialist regime. For this reason it seems that, 

judging on the whole, it 15 more important to emphasize not 

what Hasek wrote about but about what he did note 

The small number oÏ articles ln ~ prayo and Its 

contents are not convincing enough to assume that Hasek was 

a revolutionary. The fact that Hasek did not share as a 

wrlter his Soviet experienees with his readers after the 

appearanee of the Bugulma stories can me an the following: 

that 1t was either demanded from him by the Czech Communists 

or it may be that Hasek beeame a rebel again by not writing 

enthusiast1eally about the revolut1on and the Soviet Unionf 

In the article Hhât l Woyld Ady1se ~ Commynists, he 1 

proved that he was able to voiee his opinion in the double-

edged satire, because that was what he knew best. His 
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Communist affiliation may be debatable but his status as 

an excellent satirist could note 

--------------------;~ "" .. ---,'-. ...,....-,--
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FOOTNOTES TO CHAPTER III 

1pyt1!k, Toylavé boyse, p. 338. It 15 interesting 
ta note that Hasek was directed to take up the work in 
Kladno where Alois Huna aeted as one of the leaders, although 
their collaboration in Kiev and Moscow proved te be disas­
trous for Hasek. Muna tried also te ruin Hasek's career in 
Siberia but did not succeed. 

2Ibid , pp. 336, 339. The"aeeusations of the right 
nationalist press, such as ~ Rlien, are understandable, 
because Hasek's desertion from the Legion was eonsidered 
an aet of treason against the Czech nation. However, Hasek's 
alleged diffieultles with the Social Democratie left are 
not convincingly explained by Marxist scholars. Radko 
Pytl!k do es not clarify why or by whom Hasel< was considered 
a provocateur. The left-wingers and future Communists, 
Smeral and Olbracht, were in Russia in 1920 and demanded 
~he repatriation of the Czech Bolsheviks, including Hasek. 
Smeral was a1so, aceording t6 Pytllk, the first official 
to learn about Hasek's revolutionary work in Siberia. Yet 
pytlik maintains in the same text that the Social Demo­
cratie left "shut the door to Haiek," without-giving any 
partieular names (Pytllk, Toulayé house, pp. 332, 339). 
Vostokova also affirms that Hasek was not trus ted by the 
leftists and that under such circumstances he found ft 
impossible to remain a member of the party (Vostokova, 
GaSek~ pp. 119-21). Zdena Anclk names speeifically two 
party officials, Jllek and Bolen, who refused to give 
Haiek any work, consldering him unreliable. They were later 
expell!d from the party as ~raito~s (Zdena An~ik, "Doslov," 
an Afterword to JarOslav Hasek' s .sat~rY .il humoresky [Prague: 
1955 J, p. 283). It ls clear that Ha ek was caught up again 
in the in-fighting of the numerous factions of the Social 
Democratic Partt before its split into the Commun1st branch. 
J!lek and Bolen/might have consldered Hasek a provocateur 
if the version of Hasek's retreat from Siberia was weIl 
founded, and they would not have been alone in their assess­
ment of Hasek as an unreliable party member. 

3Parrott, ~ Bohemian, p. 28. Trans. Cecil Parrott. 

4Ibid , p. 220. 

5Radko Pytl!k, "Edién! poznamky a 'vysvet11vky," Notes 
to ~ zDQyed~by Jaroslav Hasek, Spisy Jaroslava Haska, 
vol. 16, ed. Zdena Ané!k et al. (Prague: 1968), p. 340. 
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8Hasek, ~ Commlssar, p. 7. 
9 ' ~ t 

El anskij, Gasek ::L. RossU, p. 138. 

10Hasek, ~ Commlssar, pp. 9-10. 

11 Ib id, p. 11. 

12lbid , p. 1a, 

13Ibid , p. 36. 

14Actually, when Hasek was a commissar, he denounced 
a drunken colleague and criticized hlm in one of his arti­
cles for the Red Arm~ newspaper with the same intolerance 
exhibited by the members of the tribunal. (Parrott, ~ 
Bohemian, p. 203). 

15 6 Parrott, Stydy, p. 9. 

16Roland Gaucher, Qpppsitioo .in 1h.e. VeSeS.R.; 1917-
1W, transe Charles Lam Markmann (New York: Funk & 
Wagnalls, 1969), p. 24. Roland Gaucher writes about the 
Civil War: 

"As the Ume went on, the Red Army became stronger, more 
cohesive, better disciplined. As far as atrocities were 
concerned, however, it equaled if it did not outstrip 
the Whites. The battles were without quarter, and their 
toll was inflicted not so much by the fighting, which as 
a rule was brief enough, as by what followed. Massacres 
of prisoners, reprisaI actions, raids by variou! guerrilla 
bands, burning of villages, hanglngs and shootings of 
suspects, epidemics J {amines • • , the comb ined toll of 
a11 these scourges amounted to seven million deaths." 

17 Pytl!k t Ioylayé' house, p. 347. 

18parro'tt, Study, p. 1711. Although Syejk as an anti­
war work wa~ very popular among the leftlst art1sts~ any 
attempt to present his hero as a polltlcal figure proved to 
be futile. Bertol t Brecht, Erwin Plscator, and E.F. Burian 



trled unsuccessfully to make a revolut1onary out of 
From an ldeologlcal point of view, Hasekls b'ook was 
the very beginning a controversial literary' work. 

19pytllk, Ioulayé house, p. 343. 

20" " Hasek, j;)ye1k, p. 19. 

"... 
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t'rom 

21Radko Pytllk and Miroslav Laiske, Bibliografie 
-Jaroslaya Oaaka: Soupis ~ .d.iU ~ literatury .s IWn 
(Prague: 1960), pp. 144-53. 

22Hasek, ~ zDoyed~ p. 145. 

23 Ib id, P • 1 3 1. " " 
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24Hasek was also helped financially in order to con­
tinue his revolutlonary work in Czechoslovakla. Besides 
belng given enough material for propaganda work, he"received 
a sum of German marks i accord ing to one source i t was t'ifteen 
hundred marks, according to another source, he received 
twice as muC'h. 

25Hasek, ~ zDoyéd"', p. 60. 

26 pau1 Avr ieh, Kronstadt llZ1 (Princeton: Princeton 
University Press, 1970), pp.' 193, 209 Cj 223, 225. 

27Emma Goldman, ~'D1Sillusionment in RusBia, with 
Introduction by Rebecca West and a Bibliographieal Sketch by 
Frank Harris (New York: Thomas Y. Crovell, Apollo Edition, 
1970), pp. 213-14. 

28Hasek, M.2ll zpoyid~ p. 143. 

29Sauer and Suk, ln memoriam, pp. 89-90. 

30pytl!k, Toulayé house, p. 347. 

3 1pytllk, "Edicnl poznamky," pp. 34f-42. 
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p. 312. 
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CONCLUSION 

From the available oritical souroes and Hasek's writ-

1ngs i t can be conoluded that Hasek was a rebel, not 'a revo­

lutionary, before World War 1. He did not create a revolu-

tionary aesthet!q ideal and he d id not propagate syste­

maticallY the working class throughout this period of hi~. • 

life. Hasek' s involvement in anarchism proved to he an 

important but short-lived exper1ence which was reflected in' 

a few proletarian articles w1t~ na ive revolutionary messages 

and a low literary quality~ 

( 
Hasek was an anti-social rebel who criticized severely 

the soc i~ty of the A,ustro-Hungar i-an Monarchy and attacked in 

his satire' aIl author,ity of the establishment, be it M'cular -

or relig~ous. His reject10n of the political life of the 

monarchy was due to his n1hll~~t attitude and poli"tical imma.­
<l 

tur1ty rather than duè to a serious search on his part for, 

new solutions to the oontemporary prob~em5. Hasek joined 
<1 

and subsequently lef-t the anarchists" the Natianàl Social ists, 
1 > 

and the Social Democrats only to satir1ze his experiences in 

\"'"" 

his work. These experiences resulted in Hasek's pre-war Q 

~ 
pol1tical cYfl1clsm. ' 

! 
1 \ 

Al though Hdek cr-iticized i,n his satire aIl strata of 

Austro-Hungarian society, he did sympath1ze with the rural 
1. ' u 

and urban paar t and wi th the cr1mil'l:Dls. "However, his 1nterest; 
.... ~ , 
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did not go beyond his l1terary,writings. Thus, by creating 

the folk rogue, Hasek' 5 contribution to pre-war society is 

that of a literary artist not of a poli tical activist. 

The war years and Hasek' 5 sojourn in Russia caused a 
o 

serious change in his personal1ty and his wri tings: from a 
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.political cynic he turned into a pol1tical activist. At 

first ~a.sek became a revolutionary nationaÙst who supperted 

1 

the Czech independence movement and helped to organize the 

Legion. The pGlitical changes whlch took place in Russia 

were the reason why the relationship between Hasek and the 

leadership of the Legion dete,.1ora ted. Rebell ing against 

!ts policies, Hasek reacted in the same manner as befure 

the war--by writing satirlcal articles on the subject and 

then leaving the organization. 

, During the Kiev per10d Hasek primarlly wrote artiçles 

for the nationallst cause, but he .aIso created several stlort't 

stor ies and the' anti-HabSburg sati re, Sye jk in Caotlyity, 

which proves 'that he did nct cease completely to be a lit-
../' 

erary artiste 

However, the Octcber Revolution impressed ,HaSek te 

8uch a degree that he was converted into a Marxlst revolu-

tionary'who supported the Soviet government th~oughout the 

Civil War. During t~e Siberian period Hasek was not only a 

'revolutltfnary journal1st but also an important functionary 

of the Red Army. Propaganda articles an~ poli tical commen-

taries constitute the maJorlty of his wr~tings which means 

that Hahk' s creativlty sufferer:1 ev..en more than during his 
'\ 



legionary periode The Soviet and Czech editions of Hasek's 

works show no writ1ligs of critical satire or a major liter­

ary work of any importance. AlI of Ha!ek' s revolutionary 

articles con tain a polltical message but his writings never 

reached the l1terary qual1ty of h1s pre-war work. Thus 

Hasek' s contribution in both instances--during his Kiev and 

Soviet periods--ls ma1nly polit1cal. 

However, the sources which state that Hasek wrote 

Sye jk .in ~ Boisheyik çountry and that he ran away from 

Siber ia ind leate that Ha§ek turned back into the rebel by 

falling back on two means which he Içnew how to use best--

satire and fl1ght. Moreoever, this notion would be con5i5-

te6t with Hasek' 5 lifestyle and character. Even if Hasek 

did not create any work of satirical criticism in Soviet 

Russia wh1le being there, the Bugulma stories suppl y the 

misslng l1nk that demons trates that Hasek was unable not to 

satirlze his Soviet experiences because he could not sup-

press his sat1rical talent indefin1 tely. 

Hdek' s pro-establishment att i tude of the war years 

changed drast1cally after his return to Czechoslovakia as 

Hasek reverted back into the anti-establishment bohemi an 

writer with pol1tically ambiguous opinions. Although the 

official Sov let and Czech sources 1nterpre" Hasek' s post­

war lii"e and' work as that of a Communist, a careful examin­

ation of Hasek 1 s wrl Ungs reveals contradictions wh1ch do 

not support such a conclu:llon. The absence of laudatory 

-----

136 



• 

ft revolutionaryn themes from contemporary SOY iet Russia-, the 
.. 

bourgeois character of h1-s Most ramous hero Svejk, and the 

unreal1stic yet satirical depiction of the Civil War in the 

Bugulma stories indieate a deflnlte problem in relation ta 

the offie ial image of Hasek as a Commun lst, in sp i te of the 

faet that he contrlbuted to the Communist press at the same 

time. 
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If by wrlting the Bugulma stories Hasek tried to rebel 

aga1nst what was expected from him as a former Red Army com-

missar, his rebell10n still remainà enigmatie. He never made 

a elear statement about his Soviet past as openly as another 

anarchist, Emma Goldman. However, Hasek' s silence can be 

interpreted as a rebell1on, whlle his articles publl.shed in 

B.l.u1i prayO do not proye th~t he remalned a revolut ionary r 

only that he followed th~ offic1 al l1ne of the Sov iet goYern­

ment. Yet his "confessional" wri tlngs (Sye 1k and the Bugulma 

stories), which do not contain any pol i tical message, prove 

that Hasek became a literary artist on his own terms. It 

seem:s that his rebel image and li terary output were closely 

interconnected: it wa<s only as a rebel that he was able to 

contrlbute as a l1terary artiste 

D 

l 



BIBLIOGRAPHY 

PRIHARY SOURCES 

Gasek, Jaroslav. SQCineni 1a Jaroslaya Ga5ka y. p1ati tomax. 
Vol. 5: Rasskazy. sjéat'1 .1 fel'etooy. Edited by P. 
Bogatyrev. Moscow: Izdatel' stvo "Pravd a," 1966. 

~ v f 
Hasek, Jaroslav. Crty. poy~dk1 .â humoresky .. ~. Spisy 

Jaroslava Haska, vol. 1. Ed1ted by Zdena Ané{k and 
Frant15ek Danes. Prague: Statn:! nakladatelstv! krasné 
11 teratu ry, hudby a umén!, 1955. 

, ,..... .1 
_______________ • Dobry yojak Sye1k y zajet~; S~ati ~ 

humoreskY .. ~ yAlky. Spisy Jaroslava Haska, vols. 
13-14. Edited by ~dena Ané:!k, Milan Jankovic and Radko 
Pyt l lk. Prague: Ceskoslovensky spisov atel, 1973. 

________ ,-_____ • Galerie ~arikatur. Spisy Jaroslava 
HaS'ka, vol. 8. Edtted by Milan Jankov1c and Radko 
Pytllk. Prague: èeskoslovensky spisovatel, 1964. 

_....-_____ . lli ~ Soldier Syej,k .w1 H.U Fortynes 
in ~ World Har. Translated, with Preface by Cecil 
Parrott. New York: Thomas Y. Crowell Co., 1973. 

v ~ ~ 

______ ~-------. Lidozroytska historie: Dryhy dekameron. 
Vybor z d :fla Jaroslava HaSka, vol. 3. Edited by Radko 

1 
y ~ 

Pytl k. Prague: Ceskoslovensky sp1sovatel, 1979. 

______________ • ~oypezny ~ ~ soydem. Spisy 
Jaroslava Haska, vol. 2. Ed i ted by Zdena Anc{k and 
Radko Pytl:!k. Prague; Statn:! nakl adatelstv! krasné 
l1teratury, hudby a umén!, 1958. 

~ zpoyecf'. Seisy 
vol. 16. Edited by Zdena Anclk, 
Mil an Jankovic and Radko pytlfk. 
spisovatel, 1968. 

Jaroslava Haska, 
H11ada Chl!bcova, 

Prague: Ceskoslovensky 

/ ~ .1 .." ______ ~ __ ~ ___ • Politicke)à so,ialnl ge1iny strany 
m!&ného po.krokll y. mez1ch zakona. Sp1sy Jaroslava 
Haska, vol. 9. Edited by Zdeua Anc!k, Radko Pytllk 
and Milan Jankov1c. Prague: Ceskoslovensky spisovatel, 
1963. 

138 



139 

______ ~-------. Proch8zka ~ hranice:, Pryn! dekameron. 
Vybor z dila Jaroslava Haska, vol. 2. Edlted by Milan 
Jankovlé and Radko Pytl!k. Prague: Ceskoslovensky 
sp1sovatel, 1976. 

______________ • ~ ~ Commlssar: Includlng further 
Adyentyres 2! ~ ~ Soldler $yeik ~ Other Stories. 
Edited, translated, with Preface by Cecil Parrott. 
Toronto: Lester & Orpen Dennys, 1981. 

______ ~------. Yelitelem mésta BygulmYi Z ta1emstyi 
mih2 pobytu y Rusku. Spisy Jaroslava Ha5ka, vol. 15. 
Egited by ~dena Ané!k, Milag Jankovic, R~dko Pytl!k and 
Bretislav Storek. Prague: Ceskoslovensky sp1sovatel, 
1966. 

______ ~--~ __ • Zradc~ naroda y Chotéborl. Spisy 
Jaroslava Haska, vol. 4. Edited by Zdena Anclk, Milada 
Chl!bcova, Milan Jankovic and Radko Pytl!k. Prague: 
~eskoslovensky spisovatel, 1962. 

SECONDARY SOURCES 

Ané!k, Zdena. "Nova podob1zna Jaroslava Haska." Foreword to 
Hâla zoologicka zahrada by Jaroslav Hasek. Ed1ted 
by Zdena Anélk. Prague: Prace, 1950, 5-9. 

Benes, Jan. "Netrpelivy élovek pravoslavnY." Foreword to 
yelitelem mesta Bugylmy by Jaroslav Hasek Toronto: 

·Sixty-!1ght Publ1shers, 1976, 7-27. 

" v " Bernstejn, I.A. Cesskl1 roman XX ~ ~ ~ realizma ~ 
eyroDe1sklx literaturax. Moscow: Izdatel'stvo "Nauka," 
1979. 

Elansk1J, N.P. Jaroslay GaSek. Moscow: Izdatel'stvo 
"Prosvescenie," 1980. 

______________ • Jaroslay GaSek y reyo11ucionnoj Rossi1. 
Moscow: Izadatel'stvo soc1al'no-èkonom1ceskoj litera­
tury, 1960. 

Frynta, Emanuel. HaSek ~ Creator 2! Schwetk. 
lated by Jean Lay ton and George Theiner. 
1965. . 

Trans­
Pr,ague: Artia, 

Krliek, Jaroslav. Jaroslav HaSek X reyoluCn{m Rysku. 
Prague: Nase vojsko, 1957. 

~anger, Frant1sek. ~ â~. Prague: éeskoslovensky 
sp1sovatel, 1963. 

.- - "-- .- . - t 
l 



L 

Parrott, Cecil. ~ ~ Bohemianj ~ ~ Qi Jaroslav 
Hg!ek Creator ~ ~ ~ Soldier~. London: 
Bodley Head, 1"978. 

______________ • Jaroslav HaSeki A Studv 2! Sye1k ~ 
~ Short Stortes. Cambridge: Cambridge University 
Press, 1982. 

140 

Pynsent, Robert, ed. Czech Prose ~ Verse. Introduction by 
Robert Pynsent. London! Athlone Press, 1979. 

Pynsent, Robert. "The Last Days of Austria: HaAek and 
Kraus." ~ first HaL in fictionj A Collection 2f 
Critical tssays. Holger Klein, ed. London: MacMillan 
Press, 1976, 138-148. 

pytlik, Radko. "Doslov." Afterword to Politiçké ~ soci6lni 
dê1iny strany mirného pokroky y mezlch z3kona by 
Jaroslav Hasek, 280-85. 

________ ~--~. "Edicni poznamky a vysvetlivky." Notes to 
Zradce n6roda y Chotebori by Jaroslav Hasek, 379-80. 

______ ~~--__ • "Edion! poznamky a vysvétlivky." Notes to 
~ zpoVé~ by Jaroslav Hasek, 339-42. 

______ ~ ____ --. "Hasek I1terarn! a nel1terarni." ~ 
Zlyot 11 (1959), 39-49. 

______ ~ __ ~--. "Lldovost v Haskovych pov!dkach z cest." 
ëeskS I1teratyra 7 (1959), 1-16. \ 

Pytl!k, Radko., ed. Lldsky profil Jarosla~a HaSkaj 
Korespondençe Â QQkymentv. Prague: êeskoslovensky 
spisovatel, 1979. 

pytlik, Radko. "Na okraJ ~a!kOvy ~oclaln{ satlry." 
Afterword to LQupezny ~ ~ 50ydem by Jaroslav 
Hasek, 401-406. 

________ ~ ____ • IQylayé ho~§ei Zpr8ya ~ JarQslayu 
Ha~koyl. Prague: Mladi fronta, 1971. 

______________ • "Vznik satlrlckého typu v tvorbe 
Jaroslava Haska." Q Ceské satire: Sbornik ~. 
Eqited by Frantisek Burianek. Prasue: St~tnr--­
pedagoglcké' nakladatelstv!, 1959, 259-71. 

Pytl!k, -~adko and Lalske, :g:~Slav. BibllQgrafle, Jatoslaya 
HaAka: So~pls JAh2 ~ nim. Prague: Statn! 
pedagoglcke nakladatelstvl, 1960. 

~,..--~-- -- --_._--- ,~----------------



( 

Sauer, Franta and SUk, Jlr1. ln memoriam Jaroslaya flaSka. 
Prague: Dru!stevn! nakladatelstv , 1924. 

Souckova, Milada. A Literary Satellite; Czech-Russiin 
Literary Relations. Chicago: Chicago University 
Press, 1970. 

Salda, Frantisek Xaver. "Dada." SaldÛY zaDisnlk 5 Prague: 
Otto Girgal, 1932-1933, 422-31. 

________ ~~~ __ ~ ___ ~-. "Jaroslav Durych, essayista." 
!aldüv zapisO!k 1 Prague: Otto Glrgal, 1928-1929, 
10-18. 

" , Skvorecky, Josef. "Sorne Contemporary Czech Prose Writers." 
Novel 4 (Fal1 1970), 5-13. 

Vlach, Robert. "Gogol and Hasek--Two Masters of 
Poshlost'." Etudes slaves ~ ~st-européenn~5 7 
(Automne-Hiver 1962), 239-42. 

Vostokova, S. Jaroslay GaSe~. Moscow: Izdatel'stvo 
"Xudozestvennaja literatura," 1964. 

SUPPLEMENTARY SOURCES 

Avrich, Paul. Kronstadt l]Zl. Princeton: Princeton 
University Press, 1970. 

Bradley, J.F.N. ~ Légion TChécoslovaque ~ Bussie 
1914-192Q. Paris: Centre National de la Recherche 
Scientifique, 1965. 

Camus, Albert. ~ Rebel; An ,ssav QD Han in RevoIt. 

141 

Translated by Anthony Bower. New York: Vlntage Books, 
1956. 

Elliot, Robert C. In& Power Qf Satire: Magic, Ritual, ALi. 
Princeton: Princeton University Press, 1972. 

Fic, Victor M. Reyo1utioniry HaL !Qr Indepeodence ~ 
tb& Rus~lan Question: ~ Czechosloyak ALmY in RusBia 
1919-1918. New Delhi: Abhinav Publications, 1977. 

_______________ . Ib& Bolsheyiks ~ ~ Czechoslovak 
Le2ion: Ihl Or1gln 2! Thelr Armed Conilict March-May 
~. New Delhi: Abhlnav PUblications, 1978. 

Gaucher, Roland. Opposition in tb& V.S.S.Rei 1917-1967. 
Translated by Charles Lam Markmann." New York: Funk & 
Wagnalls, 1969. 

L 



( 

( 

Goldman, Emma. H% Disilluoionment in Ruooia. Introduc­
tion by Rebecca West and Biographieal Sketch by Frank 
Harris. New York: Thomas Y. Crowell Co., Apollo 
Edition, 1970. 

142 

Hermann, A. H., A History S2.I. ~ Czechs. London: Allen Lane, 
1975. 

Highet, Gilbert. ' Ib& Anatomy 2! Satire. Princeton: 
Princeton University Press, 1962. 

Kalvoda, Josef. Czechoslovakia's ~ in Soviet Strategy. 
Washington: University Press of America, 1978. 

Kann, Robert A. A HistorY ~ ~ Habsbyrg Empire: 1526-
~. Berkeley: University of California Press, 1974. 

Kolkowicz, Roman. ~ Soviet Military ~ ~ Commynist 
1 Party. Princeton: Princeton University Press, 1967. 

Novsk, Arne. Dejioy Cesk§ho p!semnicty{. Edited by 
Anton!n Grund. Prague: Sohumil Janda, "Sfinx," 1 946. 

Seton-Watson, R.W. A History Qi ~ Czecbs ~ ~loyaks. 
Hutchinson & Co., 1943. Reprint ed. Hamden, Conn.: 
Archon Books, 1965. 


